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TRANSCRIPT AND SOURCES 


Forget for one moment everything you've been told about September 11, 2001. Instead let's ask ourselves one 
question: What was 9/11? A terrorist atrocity? An attack on America? The first salvo in a new war? "A day that 
changed everything"? 


The question may seem simple, but how we answer it is of vital importance. It determines how we proceed with 
our investigation of that day. And once you strip away the emotional rhetoric and the fear-inducing imagery, 
we're left with a simple truth: 9/11 was a crime. And as with any crime, there is one overriding imperative that 
detectives must follow to identify the perpetrators: Follow the money. 


This is an investigation of the 9/11 money trail. 
The 9/11 Heist 


In 1998, the Port Authority of New York and New Jersey agreed to privatize the World Trade Center, the 
complex of office towers in Lower Manhattan that they had owned and operated since their construction in 1973. 
In April 2001 an agreement was reached with a consortium of investors led by Silverstein Properties, and on July 
24th, 2001, Larry Silverstein, who already owned World Trade Center Building 7, signed a 99-year lease for the 
Twin Towers and Buildings 4 and 5. 


The lease was for $3.2 billion and was financed by a bridge loan from GMAC, the commercial mortgage arm of 
General Motors, as well as $111 million from Lloyd Goldman and Joseph Cayre, individual real estate investors. 


Silverstein Properties only put down $14 million of its own money. 


The deal was unusual in a variety of ways. Although the Port Authority carried only $1.5 billion of insurance 
coverage on the WTC complex, which earlier that year had been valued at $1.2 billion, Silverstein had insisted 
on doubling that amount, insuring the buildings for $3.55 billion. Silverstein's insurance broker struggled to put 
that much coverage in place and ultimately had to split it among 25 dealers. The negotiations were so involved 
that only temporary contracts were in place for the insurance at the time the lease was signed, and by September 
the contracts were still being finalized. 


Silverstein's group was also explicitly given the right to rebuild the structures if they were destroyed—and even 
to expand the amount of retail space on the site if rebuilding did take place. 


Within hours of the destruction of the Twin Towers on September 11th, Silverstein was on the phone to his 
lawyers, trying to determine if his insurance policies could "construe the attacks as two separate, insurable 
incidents rather than one." Silverstein spent years in the courts attempting to win $7.1 billion from his $3.55 
billion insurance policy and in 2007 walked away with $4.55 billion, the largest single insurance settlement ever. 
As soon as the deal was announced, Silverstein sued United and American Airlines for a further $3.5 billion for 
their "negligence" in the 9/11 attacks, a claim that was struck down by the courts but is still on appeal. 
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Perhaps even more outrageously, in a secret deal in 2003, the Port Authority agreed to pay back 80% of their 
initial equity in the lease, but allowed the Silverstein group to maintain control of the site. The deal gave 
Silverstein, Goldman and Cayre $98 million of the $125 million they put down on the lease, and a further $130 
million in insurance proceeds that were earmarked for the site's rebuilding. 


In the end, Silverstein profited from the 9/11 attacks to the tune of $4.55 billion and counting. 


But that's the 9/11 insurance heist you saw. There was a much deeper, more complex, and well-hidden heist that 
was taking place behind closed doors on September 11, 2001, deep in the heart of the World Trade Center itself. 


Marsh & McLennan is a diversified risk, insurance and professional services firm with over $13 billion in annual 
revenue and 57,000 employees. In September of 2001, 2,000 of those employees worked in Marsh's offices in 
the World Trade Center. Marsh occupied floors 93 to 100 of the North Tower, the exact area of the impact and 
explosion. 


In the year prior to 9/11, Marsh had contracted with SilverStream software to create an electronic connection 
between Marsh and its clients for the purpose of creating "paperless transactions." SilverStream had already 
built internet-based transactional and trading platforms for Merrill Lynch, Deutsche Bank, Banker’s Trust, Alex 
Brown, Morgan Stanley and other financial services firms that were later involved in 9/11, but this new project 
was unlike anything that had been attempted before. 


Richard Andrew Grove, the salesperson who handled the Marsh & McLennan project for SilverStream, explains. 


RICHARD GROVE: In 2000 SilverStream was contracted by Marsh to provide a technological solution 
beyond what we had done for any of the above-named companies; insofar as it would be used to electronically 
connect Marsh to its major business partners via internet portals, for the purpose of creating “paperless 
transactions” and expediting revenue and renewal cycles, and built from the ground up at the client’s site. 


SilverStream provided a specific type of connectivity that was used to link AIG and Marsh & McLennan—the 
first two commercial companies on the planet to employ this type of transaction—and in fact Marsh was 
presented with something called the ACORD Award in the summer of 2001 for being the first commercial 
corporation to do so.... And what you should take away from that is this: it means that no other companies were 
doing this type of transaction. So the question in your mind should be: What then were Marsh and AIG doing, 
and why did they need to leverage technologies that no other commercial entity on the face of the earth needed 
to conduct business? 


Once securing the contract, SilverStream then stationed approximately 30-to-40 developers at Marsh, and this 
team was led by two-to-three managers, with whom I liaised to ensure delivery of the “solution” that was 
promised. The development team regularly worked late into the night, if not all night, and sometimes worked 
seven days a week in order to adhere to Marsh’s indicated pre-September 11th deadline. 


(SOURCE: Project Constellation) 


But it was not long before severe irregularities in the billing of the account for this project led Richard Grove 
into the heart of a deeper mystery about the software, and about the work he was engaged in. 


RICHARD GROVE: I first noticed fiscal anomalies with respect to the Marsh.com project, when I was in a 
meeting on the 98th floor in October of 2000 with a gentleman named Gary Lasko. Gary was Marsh’s North 
American Chief Information Officer, and that particular afternoon a colleague and I helped him identify about 
$10,000,000 in suspicious purchase orders—after I recognized that certain vendors were deceiving Marsh, and 
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specifically appeared to be selling Marsh large quantities of hardware that were not necessary, as this was later 
confirmed by Gary. 


I brought my concerns up to executives inside of SilverStream, and I was urged to keep quiet and mind my own 
business. I went to an executive at Marsh, and he advised me to do likewise.... But then I mentioned it to a few 
executives at Marsh whom I could trust—ike Gary Lasko...and Kathryn Lee, Ken Rice, Richard Breuhardt, John 
Ueltzhoeffer—people who became likewise concerned that something untoward was going on. 


The concerned colleagues I just mentioned were murdered on September 11th, and the executives who expressed 
dismay at my concerns are alive and free today because of it. 


I feel that it’s no coincidence, as the Marsh executive who urged me to drop my line of inquiry made sure that 
his personnel, who I just mentioned, were in the office bright and early for a global conference call before the 
staff meeting upon which I was to intrude—a conference call which I was informed this executive in question 
conducted but attended from the safety of his Upper West Side apartment. 


(SOURCE: Project Constellation) 


The global conference call with Marsh's IT staff on the morning of 9/11, a meeting that included the staff who 
were investigating the suspicious billing on the SilverStream deal, was confirmed in a 2006 interview with 
Marsh's then-Chief Information Officer, Ellen Clarke. 


Richard Grove had been asked to attend the meeting but was stuck in traffic on the way to the Towers when the 
attack began. His friends at Marsh were not so lucky: 294 Marsh employees, including all of the participants in 
the conference call in the North Tower, died that morning. Meanwhile the Marsh executive who had scheduled 
the meeting, the same one who had asked Grove to drop the issue of the billing anomalies, was safe in his 
apartment, attending the meeting via telephone. 


So what was the Marsh.com project really about? Why was it so important for it to be finished before September 
11th, and what kind of transactions did it enable? More importantly, what information was lost when the data 
center on the 95th floor of the North Tower suffered a direct hit on 9/11 and the buildings were demolished? 


A partial answer comes from reports that emerged in late 2001: that a German firm, Convar, had been hired to 
reconstruct financial data from the hard disks recovered at Ground Zero. The firm talks about this work in its 
promotional videos. 


September the 11th, 2001. The whole world is in shock following the attacks on the World Trade Center. Convar 
has some solutions to offer. 


Data stored on countless hard drives retrieved from the collapsed towers was believed to have been lost, but 
Convar's specialists can render irreplaceable information readable again at Europe's only high-security data 
recovery center. Burnt, crushed or dirty storage media are ready to relinquish their secrets by the time we finish. 


(SOURCE: CONVAR - Repair & Service Center) 


More details on the work come from an IDG News Service story posted to CNN.com in December 2001. Under 
the headline "Computer disk drives from WTC could yield clues," the article notes: "An unexplained surge in 
transactions was recorded prior to the attacks, leading to speculation that someone might have profited from 
previous knowledge of the terrorist plot by moving sums of money. But because the facilities of many financial 
companies processing the transactions were housed in New York's World Trade Center, destroyed in the blasts, 
it has until now been impossible to verify that suspicion." 
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A Reuters article from the same time, later posted to Convar's website, offers revealing glimpses into the 
investigation's early results. It quotes Peter Herschel, Convar's director at the time. 


"The suspicion is that inside information about the attack was used to send financial transaction commands and 
authorizations in the belief that amid all the chaos the criminals would have, at the very least, a good head start. 
Of course it is also possible that there were perfectly legitimate reasons for the unusual rise in business volume. 
It could turn out that Americans went on an absolute shopping binge on that Tuesday morning. But at this point 
there are many transactions that cannot be accounted for. Not only the volume but the size of the transactions 
was far higher than usual for a day like that. There is a suspicion that these were possibly planned to take 
advantage of the chaos." 


It also quotes Richard Wagner, one of the companies data retrieval experts. "There is a suspicion that some 
people had advance knowledge of the approximate time of the plane crashes in order to move out amounts 
exceeding $100 million. They thought that the records of their transactions could not be traced after the 
mainframes were destroyed." 


Was the revolutionary electronic trading link between AIG and Marsh being used to funnel money through the 
World Trade Center at the time of the attack? Were the attack perpetrators hoping that the destruction of Marsh's 
data center, on the 95th floor at the dead center of the North Tower explosion, would conceal their economic 
crime? 


One piece of corroborating evidence for this idea comes from author and researcher Michael Ruppert, who 
reported in 2004 that immediately before the attacks began, computer systems in Deutsche Bank, one of 
SilverStream's other e-link clients, had been taken over from an external location that no one in the office could 
identify. 


MICHAEL RUPPERT: Within, I would guess -- I'd have to go back and look at the book, but it was no more 
than a week of the attacks -- I was being contacted by a lot of people, from inside official sources who were 
raising a lot of questions. This one particular person was extremely credible. They absolutely convinced me they 
had been an employee of Deutsche Bank in the Twin Towers, and they told me very clearly that in the moments 
right before the attacks and during the attack -- there was a 40-minute window between the time the first plane 
struck the World Trade Center and the second plane -- that Deutsche Bank's computers in New York City had 
been "taken over." Absolutely co-opted and run. There was a massive data purge, a massive data download, and 
all kinds of stuff was moving. 


And what this person said very clearly was that no one in the Deutsche Bank offices in the towers at the time had 
the ability to prevent what was going on from any of their terminals. 


(SOURCE: Terror Trading 9/11) 
Sadly, no answer to the questions raised by these accounts is forthcoming from Convar. After the initial 
reporting on the investigation, which noted that the company was working with the FBI to recover and analyze 


the data, Convar now refuses to talk about the information they discovered. 


DUTCH REPORTER: Is it true that large amounts of money were transferred illegally out of the World Trade 
Center on the morning of 9/11, just before the attacks? 


CONVAR SPOKESMAN: If you would look on the website, I would say "Yes." 


DUTCH REPORTER: Uh huh. 
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CONVAR SPOKESMAN: Because that was the information from a previous release. 


DUTCH REPORTER: Uh huh. 


CONVAR SPOKESMAN: If you were to ask me today I would need to tell you I could not give you any 
additional information about that. I'm really sorry about... 


DUTCH REPORTER: What if I were to ask you one year ago? What would you have... 


CONVAR SPOKESMAN: I would have said that what we have there is what we said before. Yes, exactly. 


(SOURCE: Dutch TV show Zembla investigates 9/11 theories) 


At the time of 9/11, Marsh's chief of risk management was Paul Bremer, the former managing director of 
Kissinger and Associates who went on to oversee the US occupation of Iraq. On the morning of 9/11 he was not 
in his office at Marsh & MacLennan, but at NBC's TV studio, where he was delivering the official story of the 
attack. 


NBC4 ANCHOR #1: Can you talk to us a little bit about...about...who could...I mean, there are a limited 
number of groups who could be responsible for something of this magnitude, correct? 


PAUL BREMER: Yes, this is a very well-planned, very well-coordinated attack, which suggests it is very well- 
organized centrally, and there are only three or four candidates in the world really who could have conducted 
this attack. 


NBC4 ANCHOR #2: Bin Laden comes to mind right away, Mr. Bremer. 


PAUL BREMER: Indeed, he certainly does. Bin Laden was involved in the first attack on the World Trade 
Center which had as its intention doing exactly what happened here, which was to collapse both towers. He 
certainly has to be a prime suspect. But there are others in the Middle East, and there are at least two states, Iran 
and Iraq, which should at least remain on the list of potential suspects. 


NBC4 ANCHOR #2: I don't recall anything like this. Pearl Harbor happened a month before I was born and I 
hear my parents talk about that as a seminal event in their lives all the time. I'm not aware of anything like this in 
the United States before. Americans are now -- I think it's fair to say -- really scared. Should we be? 


NBC4 ANCHOR #1: This is a day that will change our lives, isn't it? 
PAUL BREMER: It is a day that will change our lives, and it's a day when the war that the terrorists declared 
on the United States -- and after all, they did declare a war on us -- has been brought home to the United States 


in a much more dramatic way than we've seen before, so it will change our lives. 


(SOURCE: Paul Bremer interview, NBC) 


9/11 Insider Trading 


On September 12, 2001, before the dust had even settled on Ground Zero, the Securities and Exchange 
Commission opened an investigation into a chilling proposition: that an unknown group of traders with advance 
knowledge of the 9/11 plot had made millions betting against the companies involved in the attacks. 
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ANTONIO MORA: "What many Wall Street analysts believe is that the terrorists made bets that a number of 
stocks would see their prices fall. They did so by buying what they call 'puts.' If you bet right the rewards can be 
huge. The risks are also huge unless you know something bad is going to happen to the company you're betting 
against. 


DYLAN RATIGAN: This could very well be insider trading at the worst, most horrific, most evil use you've 
ever seen in your entire life. 


ANTONIO MORA: One example, United Airlines. The Thursday before the attack more than two thousand 
contracts betting that the stock would go down were purchased. Ninety times more in one day than in three 
weeks. When the markets reopened, United's stock dropped, the price of the contracts soared, and someone may 
have made a lot of money, fast. 


DYLAN RATIGAN: $180,000 turns into $2.4 million when that plane hits the World Trade Center. 
ANTONIO MORA: It's almost the same story with American Airlines. 


DYLAN RATIGAN: That's a fivefold increase in the value of what was a $337,000 trade on Monday 
(September 10, 2001). 


ANTONIO MORA: All of a sudden becomes what? 
DYLAN RATIGAN: $1.8 million. 


ANTONIO MORA: And there's much more, including an extraordinarily high number of bets against Morgan 
Stanley and Marsh & McLennan, two of the World Trade Center's biggest tenants. Could this be a coincidence? 


DYLAN RATIGAN: This would be one of the most extraordinary coincidences in the history of mankind if it 
was a coincidence." 


(SOURCE: 9/11 Wall Street Blames Put Option Inside Trading On Terrorists) 


Although the put options on American and United Airlines are usually cited in reference to the 9/11 insider 
trading, these trades only represent a fraction of the suspicious trades leading up to the attack. Between August 
20th and September 10th, abnormally large spikes in put option activity appeared in trades involving dozens of 
different companies whose stocks plunged after the attack, including Boeing, Merrill Lynch, J.P. Morgan, 
Citigroup, Bank of America, Morgan Stanley, Munich Re and the AXA Group. 


Traders weren’t just betting against the companies whose stocks dove after 9/11, however. There was also a 
sixfold increase in call options on the stock of defense contractor Raytheon on the day before 9/11. The options 
allowed the traders to buy Raytheon stock at $25. Within a week of the attack, as the American military began 
deploying the Raytheon-supplied Tomahawk missiles they would eventually use in the invasion of Afghanistan, 
the company’s share price had shot up 37% to over $34. 


The SEC weren't the only ones interested in this particular 9/11 money trail, either. Investigations into potential 
insider trading before the attacks were opened by authorities around the globe, from Belgium to France to 
Germany to Switzerland to Japan. It wasn't long before this global financial manhunt started yielding clues on 
the trail of the terror traders. 
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On September 17th, Italian Foreign Minister Antonio Martino, addressing Italian Consob's own investigation 
into potential 9/11 trading, said: "I think that there are terrorist states and organizations behind speculation on the 
international markets." 


By September 24th, the Belgian Finance Minister, Didier Reynders, was confident enough to publicly announce 
Belgium's "strong suspicions that British markets may have been used for transactions." 


The president of Germany's central bank, Ernst Welteke, was the most adamant: "What we found makes us sure 
that people connected to the terrorists must have been trying to profit from this tragedy." 


These foreign leaders were not alone in their conviction that insider trading had taken place. University of 
Chicago finance professor George Constantinides, Columbia University law professor John Coffee, Duke 
University law professor James Cox and other academics as well as well-known options traders like Jon Najarian 
all expressed their belief that investors had traded on advance knowledge of the attacks. 


The scale of the SEC investigation was unprecedented, examining over 9.5 million securities transactions, 
including stocks and options in 103 different companies trading in seven markets, 32 exchange-traded funds, and 
stock indices. The probe drew on the assistance of the legal and compliance staff of the 20 largest trading firms 
and the regulatory authorities in ten foreign governments. The Commission coordinated its investigation with the 
FBI, the Department of Justice, and the Department of the Treasury. 


The result of this investigation? 


"We have not developed any evidence suggesting that those who had advance knowledge of the September 11 
attacks traded on the basis of that information." 


Although this sounds like the investigation did not find evidence of insider trading, a second look reveals the 
trick; they are not saying that there was no insider trading, only that there is no evidence that "those who had 
advance knowledge of the September 11 attacks" participated in such trading. But this begs the question: Who 
had that advance knowledge, and how did the SEC determine this? 


The 9/11 Commission Report begs the question even more blatantly in their treatment of the anomalous put 
option activity on United Airlines stock on September 6: 95% of the puts were placed by "a single U.S.-based 
institutional investor with no conceivable ties to al Qaeda." Again, it is taken as a foregone conclusion that a lack 
of ties to "al Qaeda" means there could not have been advance knowledge of the attack, even if the evidence 
shows insider trading took place. 


To be sure, insider trading almost certainly did take place in the weeks before 9/11. Although some have used 
the Commission report to conclude that the story was debunked, the intervening years have seen the release of 
not one, not two, but three separate scientific papers concluding with high probability that the anomalous trading 
was the result of advance knowledge. 


In "Unusual Option Market Activity and the Terrorist Attacks of September 11, 2001," University of Chicago 
professor Allen Poteshman concluded: "Examination of the option trading leading up to September 11 reveals 


that there was an unusually high level of put buying. This finding is consistent with informed investors having 
traded options in advance of the attacks." 


In "Detecting Abnormal Trading Activities in Option Markets," researchers at the University of Zurich used 
econometric methods to confirm unusual put option activity on the stocks of key airlines, banks and reinsurers in 
the weeks prior to 9/11. 
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And in "Was There Abnormal Trading in the S&P 500 Index Options Prior to the September 11 Attacks?" a 
team of researchers concluded that abnormal activity in the S&P index options market around the time of the 
attack "1s consistent with insiders anticipating the 9-11 attacks." 


The only question, then, is who was profiting from these trades and why was no one ever indicted for their 
participation in them? 


One lead is pursued by researcher and author Kevin Ryan. In "Evidence for Informed Trading on the Attacks of 
September 11," he examines an FBI briefing document from 2003 that was declassified in 2009. It describes the 
results of FBI investigations into two of the pre-9/11 trades that the Bureau had identified as suspicious, 
including the purchase of 56,000 shares of Stratesec in the days prior to 9/11. Stratesec provided security 
systems to airports (including, ironically, Dulles Airport, as well as the World Trade Center and United Airlines) 
and saw its share price almost double when the markets re-opened on September 17th, 2001. 


The trades traced back to a couple whose names are redacted from the memo, but are easily identifiable from the 
unredacted information: Mr. and Mrs. Wirt D. Walker III, a distant relative of the Bush family and business 
partner of Marvin Bush, the President's brother. The document notes that the pair were never even interviewed as 
part of the investigation because it had "revealed no ties to terrorism or other negative information." 


In addition to begging the question, this characterization is provably false. As Ryan noted in a conversation with 
financial journalist Lars Schall: 


KEVIN RYAN: "Wirt Dexter Walker at Stratesec hired several people from a company called The Carlyle 
Group, and The Carlyle Group had Bin-Laden family members as investors. Also Wirt Walker's fellow 
(inaudible) director James Abrahamson was a close business associate of a man named Mansoor Jaz, a Pakistani 
businessman and Mansoor Ijaz claimed to be able to contact Osama Bin-Laden on multiple occasions. 


So there does seem to be some circumstantial evidence indicated that these people were connected to Al-Qaeda, 
at least to the point where we should investigate. 


LARS SCHALL: And isn't it also true that some members of the Bin-Laden family were actually in 
Washington at the gathering of The Carlyle Group on 9/11? 


KEVIN RYAN: That's true. The Carlyle Group had a meeting at the Ritz-Carlton Hotel in Washington on 
September 11th and present there were former President George H. W. Bush, James Baker and the brother of 
Osama Bin-Laden. I believe his name was Salem, I can't recall his exact name. But they were there, investors 
from the Bin-Laden family meeting with Carlyle Group representatives in Washington on September 11th." 


(SOURCE: Terror Trading 9/11) 


Was this why the FBI thought better of questioning him over his highly profitable purchase of Stratesec shares 
right before 9/11? 


The CIA figures prominently in another line of investigation. One suspicious United Airlines put option 
purchase that was investigated by the FBI involved a 2,500-contract order for puts in the days before 9/11. 
Instead of processing the purchase through United Airlines' home exchange, the Chicago Board of Options 
Exchange, the order was split into five 500-contract chunks and run through five different options exhchanges 
simultaneously. The unusual order was brokered by Deutsch Bank Alex. Brown, a firm that until 1998 was 
chaired by A.B. "Buzzy" Krongard, a former consultant to CIA director James Woolsey who at the time of 9/11 
was himself the Executive Director of the CIA. 
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MICHAEL C. RUPPERT: So right after the attacks of 9/11 the name Buzzy Krongard surfaced, it was instant 
research that revealed that Buzzy Krongard had been allegedly recruited by CIA Director George Tennant to 
become the Executive Director at (the) CIA, which is the number three position, right before the attacks. 


And Alex Brown was one of the many subsidiaries of Deutsche Bank, (which was) one of the primary vehicles 
or instruments that handled all of these criminal trades by people who obviously knew that the attacks were 
going to take place where, how and involving specific airlines. 

(SOURCE: Terror Trading 9/11) 

Perhaps the most frank admission of insider trading is notable for three things: It was recorded on video, it has 
never been investigated by any agency or law enforcement official, and it was made by former CIA agent and 
frequent foreign policy commentator Robert Baer, the real-life inspiration for the character portrayed by George 
Clooney in "Syriana." Talking to citizen journalists after a speaking event in Los Angeles in 2008, Baer was 


recorded on video making a startling assertion about 9/11 insider trading: 


JEREMY ROTHE-KUSHEL: ...the last thing I want to leave you with is the National Reconnaissance Office 
was running a drill of a plane crashing into their building and you know they're staffed by DoD and CIA... 


ROBERT BAER: I know the guy that went into his broker in San Diego and said "Cash me out, it's going down 
tomorrow." 


JEREMY ROTHE KUSHEL: Really? 

ROBERT BAER: Yeah. 

STEWART HOWE: That tells us something. 

ROBERT BAER: What? 

STEWART HOWE: That tells us something. 

ROBERT BAER: Well, his brother worked at the White House. 


(SOURCE: WeAreChangeLA debriefs CIA Case Officer Robert Baer about apparent Mossad and White House 
9/11 foreknowledge) 


This truly remarkable statement bears further scrutiny. If Baer is to be believed, a former CIA agent has first- 
hand knowledge that a White House insider had foreknowledge of the attacks, and to this day not only has Baer 
never revealed the identity of this person, but no one has questioned him about his statement or even attempted 
to pursue this lead. 


So how is it possible that the SEC overlooked, ignored, or simply chose not to pursue such leads in their 
investigation? The only possible answer, of course, is that the investigation was deliberately steered away from 
such persons of interest and any connections that would lead back to foreknowledge by government agencies, 
federal agents, or their associates in the business world. 


Unfortunately, we will likely never see documentary evidence of that from the Commission itself. One 
researcher requesting access under the Freedom of Information Act to the documentary evidence that the 9/11 
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Commission used to conclude there had been no insider trading received a response that stated "that the 
potentially responsive records have been destroyed." 


Instead, we are left with sources that refuse to be identified, saying that CBOE records of pre-9/11 options 
trading have been destroyed and [with] second-hand accounts of traders who had heard talk of an event in 
advance of 9/11. 


In a round-about way, perhaps the 9/11 Commission reveals more than it lets on when it tries to dismiss key 
insider trades with the pithy observation that the traders had no conceivable ties to Al Qaeda. If those with 
foreknowledge of the attacks weren't connected to Al Qaeda, what does that say about the identity of the real 
9/11 perpetrators? 


ANTONIO MORA: ABC News has now learned that the Chicago Board of Options Exchange launched their 
investigation into the unusual trading last week. That may have given them enough time to stop anyone from 
profiting from death here in the U.S. It may also give investigators, Peter, a "hot trail" that might lead them to the 
terrorists. 


PETER JENNINGS: Thanks very much. As a reminder of the complications here, the Secretary of the Treasury 
said here today of this investigation, "You've got to go through ten veils before you can get to the real source." 


ANTONIO MORA: Yeah. 


PETER JENNINGS: Thanks, Antonio. 


(SOURCE: 9/11 Wall Street Blames Put Option Inside Trading On Terrorists) 


PTech and Vulgar Betrayal 


PTech was a Quincy, Mass.-based company specializing in "enterprise architecture software," a type of powerful 
computer modeling program that allows large-scale organizations to map their systems and employees and to 
monitor them in real time. The person running this software has a "God's-eye" view of processes, personnel and 
transactions, and even the ability to use this data to foresee problems before they happen and to intervene to stop 
them from happening. 


As a senior consultant working on risk management for JPMorgan at the time of 9/11, Indira Singh was looking 
for exactly this type of software to implement the bank's next-generation risk blueprint. In her search for the 
ultimate risk management software, PTech's name was floated as the best candidate for the task. 


INDIRA SINGH: | had a good life. I did "risk" at JP Morgan Chase, just to take a break from all the heavy 
stuff. What I'd do was to devise a way to monitor everything going on in a very large company to stop big 
problems from happening. There is that little cloud there and my very bizarre picture of how I think about this 
problem. I am a person who was merging two disciplines: Risk Management and something called "Enterprise 
Architecture" which is fairly esoteric but at the end of the day, we seek to prevent large problems from 
happening anywhere in a large global enterprise. 


At JP Morgan I was working on the next generation "risk blueprint" which is all about how to prevent these 
things from happening. Bad business practice such as money laundering, rogue trading and massive computer 
failures, anything you could imagine (that) could go wrong. 
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I had a lot of leeway consulting as a "Senior Risk Architect" to think out of the box and actually get my ideas 
implemented. I was funded out of a strategic fund, I reported to the directors and I was pretty happy. JP Morgan 
thought very highly of me and they were thinking of funding, in conjunction with my project in D.C., the next- 
generation risk software. 


What I need to do (and) what I did was (find) a really smart piece of software. Really, really smart. It's job would 
be to think about all of the information and this is where you may connect a dot. The job of this software would 
be to think about all of the information that represented what was going on in the enterprise at any given time as 
bank business was being transacted world-wide. For example, it would (act) as a surveillance software that 
looked for trading patterns that indicated that someone was up too no good and then do something about it: send 
a message somewhere, send transaction information somewhere, perhaps shut their system down, perhaps shut 
another system down, perhaps start something else up elsewhere. This type of capability is very, very essential in 
today's world. 


However this kind of software is not found in Microsoft or not even in IBM. A small group of very esoteric 
software companies make this kind of enterprise software and it is very pricey. So you can't afford to pick wrong 
and I asked all my colleagues who were industry gurus; what would they recommend for this? 


My buddies recommended PTech. 


(SOURCE: 9/11 Omission Hearings - Indira Singh Reads Sibel Edmonds' Letter - 9/9/2004) 


Indeed, it's not difficult to see why PTech came so highly recommended. Given the nature of this sensitive risk- 
management work, only a company with experience delivering software to large-scale organizations with secrets 
to protect would fit the bill, and in this regard PTech did not disappoint. Their client roster included a veritable 
who's who of top-level corporate and governmental clients: the FBI, the IRS, NATO, the Air Force, the Naval 
Air Command, the Departments of Energy and Education, the Postal Service, the US House of Representatives, 
the Department of Defense, the Secret Service, even the White House. 


From the inner sanctum of the White House to the headquarters of the FBI, from the basement of the FAA to the 
boardroom of IBM, some of the best-secured organizations in the world running on some of the most-protected 
servers housing the most sensitive data welcomed PTech into their midst. PTech was given the keys to the cyber 
kingdom to build detailed pictures of these organizations, their weaknesses and vulnerabilities, and to show how 
these problems could be exploited by those of ill intent. But like all such systems, it could be exploited by those 
of ill intent for their own purposes, too. 


Given the nature of the information and secrets being kept by its clients, it should come as no surprise that many 
of PTech's top investors and employees were men with backgrounds that should have been raising red flags at all 
levels of the government. And as it turns out, at least one of these men did raise red flags with a pair of diligent 
FBI field agents. 


In the late 1990s, Robert Wright and John Vincent—FBI special agents in the Chicago field office—were 
running an investigation into terrorist financing called Vulgar Betrayal. From the very start, the investigation 
was hampered by higher-ups; they were not even given access to the computer equipment needed to carry out 
their work. Through Wright and Vincent's foresight and perseverance, however, the investigation managed to 
score some victories, including seizing $1.4 million in terrorist funds. According to Wright, "these funds were 
linked directly to Saudi businessman Yasin al-Qadi." 


Yasin al-Qadi is a multi-millionaire businessman and philanthropist who, according to business associates, liked 
to boast of his relationship with former Vice President Dick Cheney. But in the late 1990s he was sanctioned by 


Corbett Report.com 9/11 Documentary Transcripts 13 
the UN Security Council for his suspected links to Al Qaeda, and after 9/11 he was put on a terrorist watch list 
by the US Treasury for his suspected ties to terrorist financing. 


During the 1990s, as Vulgar Betrayal was being thwarted from opening a criminal investigation into his 
activities, the Qadi-backed investment firm Sarmany Ltd. became an "angel investor" to a software startup called 
PTech, providing $5 million of the initial $20 million of capital that got PTech off the ground. 


At the time, PTech's CEO denied that al-Qadi had any involvement with the company other than his initial 
investment, but the FBI now maintains he was lying and that in fact al-Qadi continued investing millions of 
dollars in the company through various fronts and investment vehicles. Company insiders told FBI officials that 
they were flown to Saudi Arabia to meet PTech's investors in 1999 and that al-Qadi was introduced as one of the 
owners. It has also been reported that Hussein Ibrahim, PTech's chief scientist, was al-Qadi's representative at 
PTech and al-Qadi's lawyers have admitted that al-Qadi's representative may have continued to sit on PTech's 
board even after 9/11. 


Ibrahim himself was a former president of BMI, a New Jersey-based real estate investment firm that was also 
one of the initial investors in PTech and provided financing for PTech's founding loan. PTech leased office space 
and computer equipment from BMI and BMI shared office space in New Jersey with Kadi International, owned 
and operated by none other than Yassin al-Qadi. In 2003, counterterrorism czar Richard Clarke said: "BMI held 
itself out publicly as a financial services provider for Muslims in the United States, its investor list suggests the 
possibility this facade was just a cover to conceal terrorist support." 


Suheil Laheir was PTech's chief architect. When he wasn't writing the software that would provide PTech with 
detailed operational blueprints of the most sensitive agencies in the U.S. government, he was writing articles in 
praise of Islamic holy war. He was also fond of quoting Abdullah Azzam, Osama Bin Laden's mentor and the 
head of Maktab al-Khidamat, which was the precursor to Al-Qaeda. 


That such an unlikely cast of characters were given access to some of the most sensitive agencies in the U.S. 
federal government is startling enough. That they were operating software that allowed them to map, analyze and 
access every process and operation within these agencies for the purpose of finding systemic weak points is 
equally startling. Most disturbing of all, though, is the connection between PTech and the very agencies that so 
remarkably "failed" in their duty to protect the American public on September 11, 2001. 


BONNIE FAULKNER: Could you describe the relationship of PTech with the FAA? PTech worked with the 
FAA for several years, didn’t they? 


INDIRA SINGH: Yes. It was a joint project between PTech and MITRE. It is interesting. They were looking at, 
basically, holes in the FAA’s interoperability with responding with other agencies—law enforcement—in the 
case of an emergency such as a hijacking. 


They were looking for the escalation process—what people would do, how they would respond in case of an 
emergency—and find the holes and make recommendations to fix it. Now if anyone was in a position to 
understand where the holes were, PTech was, and that is exactly the point: if anybody was in a position to write 
software to take advantage of those holes, it would have been PTech. 


BONNIE FAULKNER: Was there a reference to PTech having operated in the basement out of the FAA? 
INDIRA SINGH: Yes. Typically, because the scope of such projects are so over-arching and wide-ranging, 


when you are doing an enterprise architecture project, you have access to how anything in the organization is 
being done, where it is being done, on what systems, what the information is. You have carte blanche. 
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If it is a major project that spends several years, the team that comes in has, literally, access to almost anything 
that they want because you are operating on a blueprint level, on a massive scale. So, yes, they were everywhere, 
and I was told that they were in places that required clearances. I was told that they had log-on access to FAA 
flight control computers. I was told that they had passwords to many computers that you may not, on the surface, 
think has anything to do with finding out holes in the system, but let’s say you isolated part of a notification 
process that was mediated by computer and you wanted to investigate it further, then you would typically get 
log-on access to that computer. From that, back upstream or downstream. So, who knows? 


From my own experience I could have access to almost anything I wanted to in JP Morgan Chase. And did not, 
for the reason that if anything went wrong, I did not want to have the access. But if you were up to no good as an 
enterprise architect with such a mandate, you typically could have access to anything. 


(SOURCE: Guns n Butter: Indira Singh, PTech and the 911 software) 


So who was really behind PTech? Did Ziade, Ibrahim and the others somehow evade the due diligence of all of 
the government agencies and multinational corporations that PTech contracted with? Did PTech just happen to 
end up working on the interoperability of the FAA and the Pentagon systems on the morning of 9/11? Did al- 
Qadi's friend Dick Cheney really know nothing of Qadi's connections or activities? Was this all some devious Al 
Qaeda plot to infiltrate key systems and agencies of the US government? 


Not according to the people who were really investigating the company. 


INDIRA SINGH: Who's really behind PTech is the question. Correct. I asked that of many intelligence people 
who came to my aid as I was being blacklisted and I was told: "Indira, it is a CIA clandestine operation on the 
level of Iran-Contra." And I have reason to believe this because CARE International is a renamed version of Al 
Kifah, which was the finding arm for WTC 93, prior to Al Kifah it was called Maktab al-Khidamat which was 
the funding arms for the Afghani mujahidin. It was how the moneys got to Osama Bin-Laden through the 
Pakistani ISI. 


I asked the FBI in Boston: 'How come Mak was being run out of Ptech and 9/11?" and that jived with a lot of 
what intel was telling me that "it's a CIA front, shut up and go away." At that level I said "Well why doesn't the 
FBI take advantage of their celebrated difference with the CIA' and I was told 'because at that level they work 
together." 


(SOURCE: 9/11 Omission Hearings - Michael Ruppert & Indira Singh Q&A - 9/9/2004) 


So what did the 9/11 Commission have to say about PTech? Absolutely nothing. The co-chair of the 
commission, Thomas Kean, had been involved in a $24 million real estate transaction with BMI, one of the 
PTech investors, but no mention was made of that at the time and the Commission never looked into PTech or its 
activities on 9/11. 


Meanwhile, Cheney's friend al-Qadi has since been removed from the Swiss, European, UN Security Council 
and US Treasury terrorist sanctions lists. 


And Robert Wright? After Vulgar Betrayal was shut down, the FBI did eventually raid PTech's offices in 
December 2002...but not before the company was given advance warning of the "raid." The very next day then- 
Homeland Security chief Tom Ridge declared that PTech "in no way jeopardizes the security of the country." 


Oussama Ziade is still wanted by the FBI for lying about al-Qadi's involvement with the company, but the case 
is now cold. 
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ROBERT WRIGHT: To the families and victims....of September 1 1th...on behalf of John Vincent, Barry 
Carnaby and myself...we're sorry. 


(SOURCE: 9-11 FBI Whistleblower Robert Wright Testimony) 


The Pentagon's Missing Trillions 

DONALD RUMSFELD: The topic today is an adversary that poses a threat, a serious threat, to the security of 
the United States of America. This adversary is one of the world's last bastions of central planning. It governs by 
dictating five-year plans. From a single capital, it attempts to impose its demands across time zones, continents, 


oceans and beyond. With brutal consistency, it stifles free thought and crushes new ideas. It disrupts the defense 
of the United States and places the lives of men and women in uniform at risk. 


(SOURCE: Defense Business Practices) 


On September 10, 2001, Defense Secretary Donald Rumsfeld declared a new war. Not a war on a shadowy 
terrorist organization in Afghanistan, or even a war on terror, but a war on the Pentagon itself. 


DONALD RUMSFELD: The adversary is closer to home. It's the Pentagon bureaucracy. 

(SOURCE: Defense Business Practices) 

Perhaps it is no surprise that Rumsfeld felt compelled to declare a war on the Pentagon's bureaucracy. The issue 
of the Pentagon's $2.3 trillion accounting nightmare had been dogging him since his confirmation hearings in 
January of 2001. Although Rumsfeld was interested in pushing forward a modernization of the military that was 
projected to cost an additional $50 billion in funding, that agenda was politically impossible in the face of the 
Department of Defense's monumental budget problem. 

SEN. BYRD: How can we seriously consider a $50 billion increase in the Defense Department budget when 
DoD's own auditors—when DoD's own auditors—say the department cannot account for $2.3 trillion in 
transactions in one year alone. 

Now, my question to you is, Mr. Secretary, what do you plan to do about this? 

DONALD RUMSFELD: Decline the nomination! (Laughs.) (Laughter.) Ah! Senator, I have heard -- 

SEN. BYRD: I don't want to see you do that! (Laughter.) 

SEN. LEVIN: (Sounds gavel.) We'll stand adjourned, in that case! (Laughter.) 


DONALD RUMSFELD: Senator, I have heard some of that and read some of that, that the department is not 
capable of auditing its books. It is -- I was going to say "terrifying." 


(SOURCE: Defense Secretary Nomination Hearing Jan 11 2001) 


"Terrifying" only begins to describe the problem. 


The Department of Defense's own Inspector General report for Fiscal Year 1999 noted that the Defense Finance 
and Accounting Service had processed $7.6 trillion of department-level accounting entries in that year. Of that 
amount, only $3.5 trillion could be properly accounted for. $2.3 trillion in transactions were fudged to make 
entries balance, run through without proper documentation, or made up entirely. The Inspector General's office 
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did not even examine the other $1.8 trillion in transactions because they "did not have adequate time or staff to 
review" them. 


In 2002 one DFAS accountant blew the whistle on the problem and the cover-up that was underway to stop 
investigators from finding out where the money went. 


VINCE GONZALES: $2.3 trillion with a "T." That's 8,000 dollars for every man, woman and child in America. 
To understand how the Pentagon can lose track of trillions, consider the case of one military accountant who 
tried to find out what happened to a mere $300 million. 


JIM MINNERY: We know it's gone, but we don't know what they spent it on. 


VINCE GONZALES: Jim Minnery, a former Marine turned whistleblower, is risking his job by speaking out 
for the first time about the millions he noticed were missing from one defense agency's balance sheets. Minnery 
tried to follow the money trail, even crisscrossing the country looking for records. 


JIM MINNERY: The director looked at me and said, "Why do you care about this stuff?" That took me aback, 
you know. My supervisor asked me why I care about doing a good job. 


VINCE GONZALES: He was reassigned, and says officials then covered up the problem by just writing it off. 


JIM MINNERY: They've got to cover it up. 


(SOURCE: 9-11 Pentagon missing $2.3 trillion) 


As Comptroller of the Pentagon from 2001 to 2004, Dov Zakheim was the man tasked with solving this problem. 


DONALD RUMSFELD: There are all kinds of long-standing rules and regulations about what you can do and 
what you can't do. I know Dr. Zakheim's been trying to hire CPAs because the financial systems of the 
department are so snarled up that we can't account for some $2.6 trillion in transactions that exist, if that's 
believable. And yet we're told that we can't hire CPAs to help untangle it in many respects. 


REP. LEWIS: Mr. Secretary, the first time and the last time that Dov Zackheim and I broke bread together, he 
told me he would have a handle on that 2.6 trillion by now. (Laughter.) But we'll discuss that a little -- 


DONALD RUMSFELD: He's got a handle; it's just a little hot. (Laughter.) 


(SOURCE: Testimony before the House Appropriations Committee: FY2002 Budget Request) 


From 1987 to 2001, Zakheim headed SPC International, a subsidiary of System Planning Corporation, a defense 
contractor providing airwarfare, cybersecurity and advanced military electronics to the Department of Defense 
and DARPA. SPC's "Radar Physics Laboratory" developed a remote control system for airborne vehicles that 
they were marketing to the Pentagon prior to 9/11. 


Zakheim was also a participant in drafting "Rebuilding America's Defenses," a document that called for a 
sweeping transformation of the US military, including the implementation of the $50 billion missile defense 
program and increased use of specialized military technologies. The paper even noted how "advanced forms of 
biological warfare that can target specific genotypes may transform biological warfare from the realm of terror to 
a politically useful tool." 
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"Rebuilding America's Defenses" was a white paper produced by the Project for a New American Century, a 
group founded in 1997 with the goal of projecting American global dominance into the 21st century. Joining 
Zakheim in the group were a host of other neocons who ended up populating the Bush administration, including 
Dick Cheney, Paul Wolfowitz, Richard Perle, Jeb Bush, and Donald Rumsfeld. In their September 2000 
document, the group lamented that their plan for transforming the military was not likely unless a defining event 
took place, one that would galvanize public opinion: "[T]he process of transformation, even if it brings 
revolutionary change, is likely to be a long one, absent some catastrophic and catalyzing event—like a new Pearl 
Harbor." 


DONALD RUMSFELD: We know that the thing that tends to register on people is fear, and we know that that 
tends to happen after there's a Pearl Harbor, tends to happen after there's a crisis. And that's too late for us. We've 
got to be smarter than that. We've got to be wiser than that. We have to be more forward-looking. 


There's a wonderful book on Pearl Harbor by Roberta Wohlstetter, and a forward by Dr. Schelling, that talks 
about this problem of seeing things happen and not integrating them in your mind and saying, "Yes, we need to 


be doing something about that now," that I reread periodically because it's so important. 


(SOURCE: Defense Secretary Nomination Hearing Jan 11 2001) 


And on 9/11/2001, America received its new Pearl Harbor. 


The attack on the Pentagon struck Wedge One on the west side of the building. An office of the U.S. Army 
called Resource Services Washington had just moved back into Wedge One after renovations had taken place 
there. The office was staffed with 45 accountants, bookkeepers and budget analysts; 34 of them were killed in 
the attack. 


A 2002 follow-up report from the DoD Inspector General on the missing trillions noted that a further $1.1 
trillion in made up accounting entries were processed by the Pentagon in fiscal year 2000, but they did not even 
attempt to quantify the missing funds for 2001. The Secretary of the Army, Thomas White, later explained they 
were unable to produce a financial report for 2001 at all due to "the loss of financial-management personnel 
sustained during the Sept. 11 terrorist attack." 


Before becoming Secretary of the Army, Thomas White was a senior executive at Enron. Enron was one of the 
largest energy companies in the world, posting a $111 billion profit in 2000 before being exposed as an elaborate 
corporate accounting fraud in 2001. The SEC, which investigated the Enron scandal, occupied the 11th to 13th 
floors in World Trade Center Building 7, and their offices were destroyed on 9/11, destroying 3,000 to 4.000 
documents on active investigations in the process. 


Perhaps unsurprisingly, Rumsfeld's War on the Pentagon's Bureaucracy did not yield the results he promised. By 
2013, the unaccountable money in the Pentagon's coffers had reach $8.5 trillion. 


REPORTER: The latest scandal to hit Washington comes from a report revealing the Pentagon "misplaced" 
$8.5 trillion. Military leaders have also been found ordering subordinates to doctor books to hide the missing 
money. This is the conclusion of a special report by Reuters. 


One former Pentagon employee, Linda Woodford, said she spent 15 years there falsifying financial records. 


Woodford had a job checking Navy accounting records against figures supplied by the Treasury Department. 
She said money was missing from the report every month. 


(SOURCE: $8.5 Trillion Missing From Pentagon Budget) 
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GAYANE CHICHAKYAN: National security expert Steve Miles is here with me to help us crunch these 
numbers. $8.5 trillion unaccounted for? 


STEPHEN MILES: That's a lot of money. This is the kind of thing that you would think would bring Capitol 
Hill to a screeching halt. There'd be hearings almost every day. You'd have various committees looking into it. 
None of that. It just leads to massive waste and there can be all sorts of fraud that you don't know about. 


Just one example, when the Inspector General looked at Iraq -- which was a lot of money, but in the grand 
scheme just a portion of the money the U.S. spent -- what they found was about $50 billion of the money the 
U.S. spent there was wasted and about $6 billion was completely lost. They had no idea where it went, it was 
completely unaccounted for. Put that in perspective. That's about the amount of money that other countries 
would spend on their defense, total. And that's just the loose pocket change that we lost in the couch. 


GAYANE CHICHAKYAN: One thing I found very interesting in this report is that the Pentagon apparently 
uses standard operating procedure to enter false numbers, or so-called "plugs," to cover lost or missing 
information in their accounting in order to submit a balanced budget to the Treasury. So they can write in 
everything. 


STEPHEN MILES: This is probably the most shocking part of this. They get to the end of the day and they say, 
"Oh, there's money missing, what do we do?" "Well, we'll just put a number in there that says it's there and we'll 
sort it out later." Again this is the type of operating practice that if you did it in your own business—if you try to 
do it with your own taxes for the government—they'd haul you off to jail. 


(SOURCE: Black Budget: US govt clueless about missing Pentagon $trillions) 


But then, given that the trillions have never been accounted for, and given that American defense spending 
soared to record levels after the attack, perhaps Rumsfeld's war on the Pentagon, the one he announced on 
September 10th, was successful after all. And perhaps September 11th was the key battle in that war. 


DONALD RUMSFELD: Some might ask, how in the world could the Secretary of Defense attack the Pentagon 
in front of its people? To them I reply, I have no desire to attack the Pentagon; I want to liberate it. 


(SOURCE: Defense Business Practices) 
No Conclusion 


Insurance scams and insider trading, electronic fraud and Vulgar Betrayal, missing money and evidence 
destroyed. There are at least 8.5 trillion reasons to investigate the money trail of 9/11. 


Curious, then, that the US government's final word on the attacks, the 9/11 Commission Report, concluded that 
the money trail was not worthy of investigation at all. In Chapter Five of the report, the commission noted: "To 
date, the U.S. government has not been able to determine the origin of the money used for the 9/11 attacks. 
Ultimately the question is of little practical significance." 


9/11 was a crime. And as every detective knows, the first rule of criminal investigation is to follow the money. 
So why did the 9/11 Commission specifically reject this rule? 


The answers to 9/11 are not going to come from the suspects of the crime. Instead, it's up to investigators to 
continue to unearth the true evidence on the 9/11 money trail. 


Follow the money... 
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9/11 Suspects (Full Documentary - 2016) 


https://www.corbettreport.com/911suspects/ 09/04/2020 


In 2016, The Corbett Report released the 9/17 Suspects series in individual installments. Now, as we approach 
the 19th anniversary of the 9/11 false flag, The Corbett Report is proud to re-release the documentary as a single 
upload. This release features updated visuals courtesy of video editor Broc West. Please spread the word about 
this important information. 


CLICK HERE for the audio podcast version of this documentary. 
TRANSCRIPT: 


9/11 was a crime. This should not be a controversial statement, but given how 9/11 was framed as a terrorist 
attack or even an “act of war” from the very moment that it occurred, it somehow is. If we lived in a world of 
truth and justice, 9/11 would have been approached as a crime to be solved rather than an attack to be responded 
to. 


Let’s imagine for a moment that we did live in such a world. If there were some crusading District Attorney who 
actually wanted to prosecute the crimes of 9/11, how would he begin? Where would he start to unravel a plot so 
immense, one involving so many layers of obfuscation and the active collusion of some of the most powerful 
members of the perennial ruling class of America, the deep state? 


Like a prosecutor trying to bring down a mafia kingpin, it is unlikely that such an investigation would start by 
bringing the suspected mastermind of the plot to trial. Such a vast and intricate operation would be picked apart 
from the outside, starting with people on the periphery of the plot who could be forced to testify under oath and 
who could provide leads further up the ladder. As more and more of the picture was filled in, the case against the 
inner clique who ran the operation would begin to strengthen, and, gradually, more and more central figures 
could be brought to trial 


We may not live in a world where such a criminal investigation is taking place, but we are trying the crimes of 
9/11 in the court of public opinion. There are still untold millions who think of 9/11 truth as a fringe movement 
driven by rash speculation and unwarranted leaps of logic. So what if we “prosecuted” some of these peripheral 
figures—the ones who are demonstrably and provably involved in the events of that day or the cover up of those 
crimes—in that court of public opinion? 


Over the course of The Corbett Report’s existence, I have looked at many figures who no doubt feature more 
prominently in the 9/11 plot itself from an operational standpoint: Dick Cheney, Donald Rumsfeld, Larry 
Silverstein, Dov Zakheim, Paul Bremer, Richard Armitage. Today we will look at some of the other suspects in 
that crime; not ringleaders or masterminds, not even people who were likely to know about the plot ahead of 
time. But those who helped cover up those crimes for the real perpetrators. 


These are the stories of the 9/11 Suspects. 


Skip to Rudy Giuliani / Christine Todd Whitman / Philip Zelikow / Robert Baer / Ralph Eberhart / Dancing 
Israelis 
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Suspect #1: Rudy Giuliani 


WATCH THIS VIDEO ON ODYSEE / DOWNLOAD THE MP4 


After stepping down as mayor of New York City, Rudy Giuliani tried to launch himself as a national political 
leader on the back of the single defining event of his career. 


In the end he failed miserably, with voters immediately seeing his ploy for what it was: base political pandering. 


But what many do not realize is that Giuliani's case is not just that of another ghoulish politician parading on the 
corpses of those who died on his watch for his own political gain. 


On the day of 9/11, while the remains of the twin towers and WTC7 were still smoldering, one of Mayor 
Giuliani's first concerns was clearing away the evidence from the crime scene. 


RUDY GIULIANI: We were able to move 120 dump trucks out of the city last night, which will give you a 
sense of the work that was done overnight. 

Ist NY RESIDENT: It's wild out here. They just keep coming look! It doesn't stop. There's more, I keep 
thinking it's the end but it's not. 


(SOURCE: Donald Trump Commission on TERRORISM NYC mayor Rudy Giuliani = Criminal 
Destruction of Evidence WTC) 


Despite reassurances that the rapid removal of the evidence from Ground Zero was important for "emergency 
access," this process went far beyond merely clearing a path for rescue workers. As Erik Lawyer, founder of 
Firefighters for 9/11 Truth points out, the massive operation to haul away over 1.5 million tons of debris and to 
sell much of the steel to Chinese firm Baosteel at discount prices was not just an overzealous approach to 
clearing the area, but was itself a crime. 


ERIK LAWYER: 9/11 was the greatest loss of life and property damage in U.S. fire history. This should of 
been the most protected, preserved, over-tested and thorough investigation of a crime scene in world history. 
Sadly it was not. What was it? Well, we know from their (NIST) admission the majority of the evidence was 
destroyed. Like Richard (Gage) said, (in) 22 years of experience I've seen a lot of crime scenes, I've never seen 
anything like this in my life.I was out at the site, I saw trucks leaving faster than anywhere I've ever seen but I 
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accepted it at the time and for years I accepted it because it was a recovery and rescue operation and that's 
normal to have something like going. Again, we'd never seen anything like it but that was expected. 
What I didn't know for years was what was going on behind the scenes was that evidence was being destroyed 
when it was shipped off. By their own admission, the NIST investigation of Tower 7 had no physical evidence. 
How do you investigate a crime when you've destroyed all the evidence? It doesn't make sense. 
They also admit that they refused to test for explosives or residue of thermite. Now this is what I'm going to go 
into real quickly is that there are national standards for for an investigation. That's what all of us are asking fir. 
An investigation that follows national standards and holds people accountable. 
(SOURCE: Fire Fighter Erik Lawyer Slams NIST And The 9/11 "Investigation") 


Needless to say, an investigation of the 9/11 crime scene following the national investigation standards has never 
been conducted and never will be as Giuliani oversaw the illegal destruction of the evidence itself. 


To add insult to this injury, in 2003 New York City Medical Examiner Charles Hirsch revealed that in the mad 
scramble to get rid of the crime scene evidence, human remains from the World Trade Center had been left at the 
Fresh Kills landfill where the debris was sorted and the steel was sold. In 2007 Eric Beck, a senior supervisor of 
the recycling facility that sifted the debris, admitted that some of those human remains ended up in a mixture that 
was used to pave roads and fill potholes in New York City. 


But as grotesque as such revelations are, they are not the most shocking part of Giuliani's 9/11 story. 


In the late 1990s the Mayor oversaw the creation of a state-of-the-art $13 million emergency command center to 
coordinate the city's disaster recovery and response efforts. Located on the 23rd floor of World Trade Center 
Building 7, just across Vesey Street from the Twin Towers, the center—dubbed by local press at the time as 
"Giuliani's bunker"—included reinforced, bulletproof, and bomb-resistant walls, its own air supply and water 
tank, beds, showers to accommodate 30 people, and three backup generators. It could be used to monitor all of 
New York's emergency communications frequencies and was staffed 24 hours a day. 


And yet, remarkably, on the morning of 9/11, neither Mayor Giuliani nor any other city personnel or police or 
fire department officials were in the bunker after the Twin Tower strikes. 


BARRY JENNINGS: As I told you guys before it was very, very funny. I was on my way to work and the 
traffic was excellent, I received a call that a small Cessna had hit the World Trade Center. I was asked to go and 
man the Office of Emergency Management. 

Upon arriving into the OEM EOC, we noticed that everybody was gone. I saw coffee that was on a desk, the 
smoke was still coming off the coffee. I saw half-eaten sandwiches. 

(SOURCE: Barry Jennings WTC 7 (Explosions) Interview) 


So why wasn't the Mayor and the city's emergency personnel in the location that had been purpose built for just 
such an event? According to Giuliani, they had been told to evacuate because they had been given a warning that 
the Twin Towers were going to collapse. A warning that was evidently not passed on to any of the emergency 
personnel that were still working in the buildings. 


RUDY GIULIANI: I went down to the scene and we setup headquarters at 75 Barkley Street, which was right 
there with the Police Commissioner, the Fire Commissioner, the head of Emergency Management and we were 
operating out of there when we we're told that the World Trade Center was going to collapse. 

And it did collapse before we could actually get out of the building. So we were trapped in the building for 10-15 
minutes and finally found an exit, got out, walked North and took a lot of people with us. 


(SOURCE: ABC Sept. 11, 2001 12:41 pm - 1:23 pm ABC 7, Washington, D.C.) 
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Giuliani in his own words has admitted that he was warned that the World Trade Center was going to collapse. 
This despite the fact that there was no possible way for this to be predicted in the first hour of the unfolding 
disaster. Even more incredibly, despite being given this warning, no effort was made to pass it on to the police, 
firefighters and other responders who were still working in and around the buildings. 


When, precisely, was this warning given, and by whom? Why, despite acting on this warning himself, did 
Giuliani make no effort to pass the warning on to others? 


Predictably, when confronted with these questions by activists during his 2008 presidential campaign, Giuliani 
merely smiled and denied that he had ever received such a warning. 


SABRINA RIVERO: You reported to Peter Jennings that on 9/11 that you knew that the World Trade Center 
Towers were going to collapse. No steel structure has ever in history has ever collapsed due to a fire. 

How come the people in the building weren't notified and who else knew about this and how do you sleep at 
night? 

RUDY GIULIANI: Ma'am, I didn't know that the towers were going to collapse. 

TOM FOTI: You reported it Peter Jennings. You indeed said that you were notified that the towers were going 
to collapse while you were inside. Not sure exactly where you were prior to, but you said it on ABC video with 
Peter Jennings in an interview, that you were aware that the towers were going to collapse in advance. 

We'd like to know who told you the towers were going to collapse in advance, Sir? 

We'd also like to know who else you told? 

RUDY GIULIANI: Well the fact is that I didn't realize that the towers would collapse. I never realized that. 


(SOURCE: WeAreChange Confronts Giuliani on 9/11 Collapse Lies) 


So where was the Mayor on 9/11? On Pier 92, which was already set up as a functional command center due to a 
full-scale emergency "drill" by FEMA that, by a remarkable coincidence, had been scheduled for the following 
day. 


RUDY GIULIANI .. . and we selected Pier 92 as our Command Center. The reason Pier 92 was selected as the 
Command Center was because on the next day, on September 12th, Pier 92 was going to have a drill. It had 
hundreds of people here from FEMA, from the Federal Government, from the State Emergency Management 
Office and they were getting ready for a drill for a bio-chemical attack. So that was going to be the place they 
were going to have the drill, the equipment was already there. So we were able to establish a Command Center 
there within 3 days that was 2 and a half to 3 times bigger than the Command Center that we had lost at 7 World 
Trade Center and it was from there that the rest of the search and rescue effort was completed. 


(SOURCE: 9/11 Commission Hearings May 19, 2004) 


Mayor Giuliani oversaw the illegal destruction of the 9/11 crime scene and is criminally liable for the deaths of 
hundreds of emergency workers for not passing on prior warnings about the collapses of the Twin Towers. 


It is no wonder, then, that the Fire Department of New York so passionately detest Giuliani for his actions in 
disgracing their fallen brothers and covering up the 9/11 crime. 


HAROLD A. SCHAITBERGER: Rudy Giuliani has used the horrible events of September 11th, 2001, to 
create a carefully crafted persona. But the fact is what Rudy portrays is not a full picture of the decisions made 
that led, in our view, to the unnecessary deaths of our FDNY members and the attempt to stop the dignified 
recovery of those lost. 

The urban-legend of "America's Mayor" needs to be balanced by the truth. 


(SOURCE: Giuliani Gets Exposed As Fraud by Firefighters) 
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So what is the reward for Giuliani's criminal actions on 9/11? An offer to become the head of the Department of 
Homeland Security in the event of a Trump presidency, of course. 


This is the state of American politics, and this is precisely why a true investigation of what happened on 9/11 
never has, and never will, be conducted by the US government itself. 


Suspect #2: Christine Todd Whitman 


WATCH THIS VIDEO ON ODYSEE / DOWNLOAD THE MP4 

The "dust lady" photo has become one of the iconic images of 9/11. The image of a woman, shocked and 
disoriented, completely covered in dust from the demolition of the Twin Towers, brings the nearly 
incomprehensible events of that day down to a human scale. 


But of course the "dust lady" was not the only one to feel the effects of the blanket of dust that descended on 
Manhattan after the towers fell. In the hours, days, and weeks that followed, thousands upon thousands of 
victims, first responders, emergency personnel, clean up crews, and residents were subjected to the poisonous 
stew of asbestos, benzene, mercury, lead, cadmium and other particulates from which many are now dying. 


CBS REPORTER: Dr. David Prezant, Chief Medical Officer with the New York Fire Department, spent 7 
years examining more than 10,000 fire-fighters. Those who were at the World Trade Center site after 9/11 and 
those who weren't. 

DR. DAVID PERZANT: And we found an increase in all cancers, combined. A 19% increase in cancers 
compared to the non-exposed World Trade Center group. 

(SOURCE: 9/11 first responders and cancer) 

ABBY MARTIN: Talk about the most pressing medical issues facing 9/11 first responders right now. 

JOHN FEAL: Cancer. In the beginning, in the first few years it was respiratory but now it's cancers and this is 
just the first wave of cancers, the blood cancers, the leukemias, the organ cancers but in 5 or 10 more years 
you're going to see the asbestos cancers. There will be another wave of cancers and like I tell everybody, this is a 
generation long issue and a generation long illness. 

(SOURCE: 9/11 Cancers Killing First Responders | Think Tank) 

KEN GEORGE: Every morning I wake up I gotta take 33 pills within the course of the day. At 47 years old I 
have lungs of an 80 year old man that would've been a smoker. People say you have to forget about 9/11 and I 
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say how could I forget about 9/11 when every morning I gotta take this medication and walk around with an 
oxygen tank. 
(SOURCE: NYC 9/11 Rescuers Experience Lingering Health Problem) 


If the brave men and women who had rushed to the World Trade Center in the chaotic days after 9/11 to help 
with the search and rescue had done so knowing the risks they were facing, that would be one thing. But of 
course they did not. They had been given false assurances by Christine Todd Whitman, the EPA administrator 
who assured the public just days into the clean up that the air was safe to breathe. 


CHRISTINE TODD WHITMAN: We know asbestos was in there, was in those buildings. Lead is in the those 
buildings. There are the VOC's [Volatile Organic Compounds], however, the concentrations are such that they 
don't pose a heath hazard. 


(SOURCE: Christie Whitman says air is safe days after 911) 


As the weeks and months dragged on, Whitman, the EPA and its officials made statement after statement after 
statement reaffirming that contaminant levels were "low or non-existent" and that the air quality in Manhattan 


posed "no public health concern." 


We now know that these reassurances were outright lies. On September 18th, the very same day that Whitman 
and the EPA were encouraging New Yorkers to return to work, the agency detected sulfur dioxide levels in the 
air so high that "according to one industrial hygienist, they exceeded the EPA’s standard for a classification of 
‘hazardous."" By that time, first responders were already reporting a range of health problems, including 
coughing, wheezing, eye irritation and headaches. 


The evidence continued to pour in that there were serious health concerns for those in and around Manhattan, but 
the information was suppressed almost as quickly as it was discovered. When a local lab tested dust samples 
from near the WTC site and found dangerous concentrations of fiberglass and asbestos, the New York State 
Department of Health warned local labs that they would lose their licenses if they processed any more 
“independent sampling.” When US Geological Survey scientists began performing tests on their own dust 
samples, they were shocked at the "alphabet soup of heavy metals" they found in it. They forwarded this 
information to the EPA, but the agency continued to assure the public that there was no evidence of long term 
health risks. 


The drama continued to unfold as information poured in about benzene, lead and other environmental toxins. Yet 
on September 18th the EPA specifically advised the public against wearing respirators outside the World Trade 
Center restricted area. Then, just two weeks later, the agency distributed respirators to their own staffers at the 
EPA's Region 2 building on Broadway Street. 


As scientists, industrial hygenists, and even other government officials began to accuse the EPA of covering up 
the true extent of the problem in New York, the agency continued with its dogged assertion that the air was safe 
to breathe. 


It wasn't until 2003 that the EPA's own Inspector General revealed that the White House had been editing the 
agency's press releases all along, finding that "the White House Council on Environmental Quality influenced, 
through the collaboration process, the information that EPA communicated to the public through its early press 
releases when it convinced EPA to add reassuring statements and delete cautionary ones." 


When new documents were released to the public in 2011 on the eve of the 10th anniversary of 9/11, it was 
discovered that this editing was even worse than originally feared. 
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ANTHONY DePALMA: There were clear warnings. Specifically on Water Street, which for those people in 
this area know is not far from Wall Street, that showed that the levels of contaminates in the air was too high 
people to go back. That (warning) was removed which was bad enough and then replaced with a 
recommendation that people go back to work. They were urged to go back. Even thought the early samples were 
showing that there were high-levels of contaminates. 
JUAN GONZALEZ: And you point out also that in many cases they (EPA) were telling people that is was safe 
before they had even finished conducting initial tests. 
ANTHONY DePALMA: In one email exchange that happens on the 13th (of September), so it's just a day and a 
half later, the people in Washington at the White House Council on Environmental Quality are telling the people 
up here, "Hey, Christine Whitman is coming up. She's going to talk to reporters because all of the results so far 
have been so positive." 
Well, all of the results so far showed almost nothing because there were almost no results and yet they were 
committed to this message of reassurance despite the facts. And that's not the way it should happen. 


(SOURCE: 9/11 Debris Linked to Cancer, Details Emerge on How Officials Downplayed Ground Zero 
Dangers) 


Outraged at the fact that they had been lied to and their lives put at risk, residents and workers in lower 
Manhattan and Brooklyn sued Whitman and the EPA in 2004. In a 2006 ruling allowing the class action lawsuit 
to proceed, Judge Deborah A. Batts of Federal District Court in Manhattan excoriated Whitman, finding that her 
baseless assurances that the air was safe "increased, and may have in fact created, the danger" to people living 
and working in the area. Ruling that the EPA did, in fact, make "misleading statements of safety" about the air 
quality, Judge Batts said: "The allegations in this case of Whitman's reassuring and misleading statements of 
safety after the Sept. 11, 2001 attacks are without question conscience-shocking." 


Batts' decision was overturned by a panel of judges in 2008, who ruled that misleading the public and 
contributing to the health problems and deaths of untold Ground Zero workers was not conscience shocking 
enough to override her immunity from prosecution as a federal agent. 


If Whitman has a conscience at all, it is evidently not shocked by any of these accusations. She has not only 
never conceded guilt or even expressed sorrow for the ongoing sickness and deaths that her action helped bring 
about, she has repeatedly defended the actions of herself and the EPA in general. 


CHRISTINE TODD WHITMAN: Statements that EPA officials made after 9/11 were based on the judgement 
of experienced environmental and health professionals at the EPA, OSHA and the CDC, who had analyzed the 
test data that 13 different organizations and agencies were collecting in Lower Manhattan. 

I do not recall any EPA scientist or experts responsible for viewing this data ever advising me that the test data 
from Lower Manhattan showed that the air or water proposed long-term health risks for the general public. 


(SOURCE: Air Contamination at Ground Zero - C-Span) 


Whitman's lies are not just those of another self-serving politician looking to save their job or stay out of jail. 
They are the lies of someone who has contributed to the deteriorating health and even the death of thousands of 
innocent men and women. 


For the victims of Christine Todd Whitman, the EPA, the White House Council on Environmental Quality, and 
all of the other agencies and officers who lied to the public about the health risks in New York, 9/11 is not a 
single day of horror that occurred a decade and a half ago. It is a slowly unfolding nightmare, one that every day 
brings them one step closer to their grave. 


The "dust lady" is one of the icons of the tragedy of that day. Should it be any surprise, then, that she, too, was 
ravaged by 9/11 related diseases and ultimately died of cancer last year? 
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She was not the first person to die from the aftermath of 9/11. And, thanks to Christine Todd Whitman and the 
liars at the EPA who have consigned untold thousands to a similar fate, she will not be the last. 


DAVID MILLER: My name is David Miller. On September 11, 2001, along with hundreds of my fellow troops 
I went to Ground Zero. No one asked us. No orders were given. We went because our city, our country, our 
neighbors were under attack and we knew what to do, or at least we thought we did. 

On September 13th we marched back in, in groups of twos and threes at first and then dozens until there must of 
been more than 200 of us. Carrying ropes, ladders, tools of every kind back into the smoke and the poison and 
rubble were we reached an intersection with hundreds of civilians cheering us on. Our uniforms were torn and 
soiled, our resolve was simple. To stay and dig as long as we had any hope to save anybody. 

I want to tell you about how sick some of these brave men and women have become. I want to tell about how the 
Mayor refused to accept the fact that not dozens, not hundreds but many thousands of us were contaminated, 
sickened and poisoned by the most toxic combinations of building materials in the history of disaster relief and 
that for 5 terrible years he ignored that fact. 5 years of our family members watching us drop dead. 

And every time Popular Mechanics calls the people of this movement, nuts, these propagandists—professional 
liars and tools who can not even by any stretch of the imagination be considered journalists—strike another nail 
into the coffin of another rescue worker 


(SOURCE: The 9/11 Chronicles: Part One, Truth Rising) 


Suspect #3: Philip Zelikow 


WATCH ON ODYSEE / DOWNLOAD THE MP4 


It took President Bush an extraordinary 441 days after 9/11 to establish a commission to investigate the events of 
September 11, 2001. And it was not just the case that Bush was slow in acting; he actively resisted any 
investigation for as long as he could, taking the extraordinary and unprecedented step of personally asking 
Senate Majority Leader Tom Daschle to limit Congress’ investigation into those events. 


In the end, the commission was severely underfunded, severely rushed, and, as commission chairman, Thomas 
Kean, later admitted: 


THOMAS KEAN: We think the (9/11) Commission in many ways was set up to fail. 
(Source: C-SPAN: Thomas Kean Speaks at the National Press Club - September 11, 2006) 
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But the most unmistakable sign that Bush was only interested in appointing a cover up commission to 
"investigate" the largest attack on US soil in modern history was his initial choice for commission chairman. 


PRESIDENT BUSH: Today I'm pleased to announce my choice for commission chairman: Dr. Henry 
Kissinger. 

REPORTER: Dr. Kissinger, do you have any concerns about once the commission begins it work and fingers 
point to valuable allies, say Saudi Arabia for example, what policy implications could this have for the United 
States particularly at this delicate time? 

HENRY KISSINGER: I have been given every assurance by the President that we should go where the facts 
lead us. 


(Source: Henry Kissinger and the 9/11 Commission) 


Not even the New York Times could believe that Henry Kissinger, the consummate Washington insider, could 
pretend to conduct an independent fact-finding investigation into 9/11. "It is tempting to wonder if the choice of 
Mr. Kissinger is not a clever maneuver by the White House to contain an investigation it long opposed," Zhe 
Times editorialized after the announcement. 


Kissinger may have been prepared for such polite disagreement with his appointment. But he was not prepared 
to meet the 9/11 widows whose tireless efforts had forced the creation of the commission in the first place. 


NARRATOR: Several family members approached Kissinger and requested a meeting at his office in New 
York. Prior to the meeting Kristen Breitweiser conducted a thorough investigation of Kissinger's potential 
conflicts of interest. 

PATTY CASAZZA: Probably much to the chagrin of some of the people in the room, Lorie (Van Auken) asked 
some very poignant questions. "Would you have any Saudi-Amercian clients that you would like to tell us 
about?" and he was very uncomfortable kind of twisting and turning on the couch and then she asked, "whether 
he had any clients by the name of Bin-Laden?" And he just about fell off his couch. 

NEWS REPORTER: Former Secretary of State Henry Kissinger, stepped down from the position Friday. 
MINDY KLEINBERG: We thought the meeting went well. 

(Source: 9/11: Press For Truth) 


Kissinger was dethroned and the commission went ahead under chairman Thomas Kean and vice chair Lee 
Hamilton. But while Kissinger's appointment and resignation received all the attention, the White House was 
busy slipping another agent into the commission through the back door. 


In January of 2003, just weeks after Kissinger stepped down, it was quietly announced that Philip D. Zelikow 
would take on the role of executive director. As executive director, Zelikow picked "the areas of investigation, 
the briefing materials, the topics for hearings, the witnesses, and the lines of questioning for witnesses." In 
effect, this was the man in charge of running the investigation itself. 


So who was Philip Zelikow? The commission's press release announcing his position described him as "a man of 
high stature who has distinguished himself as an academician, lawyer, author and public servant." Although they 
noted his position at the University of Virginia and his previous role as executive director for the National 
Commission on Federal Electoral Reform, curiously missing from this brief bio are the multiple conflicts of 
interest that show how the Bush administration essentially put one of its own in charge of investigating how the 
Bush administration "failed" on 9/11. 


In 1995 he coauthored a book with Bush's national security advisor, Condoleezza Rice. 


He was part of the transition team that helped the Bush administration take over the White House from the 
Clinton administration. 
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He was even a member of Bush's post-9/11 Foreign Intelligence Advisory Board. 


But perhaps most incredibly, Zelikow actually authored the Bush administration's 2002 "National Security 
Strategy" that outlined the preemptive war doctrine that would be used against Iraq. This, however, is something 
that not even 9/11 commissioners Kean or Hamilton themselves knew at the time the commission was formed. 


PHILIP SHENON: (Philip) Zelikow was the author of a very important document issued by the White House in 
September 2002 that really turned military doctrine on it's head and said that the United States could become 
involved in preemptive war, preemptive defense. That we could attack a nation that didn't pose an immediate 
military threat to this country. And obviously in September of 2002 it sure appeared that that document was 
being written with one target in mind: Iraq. 

Now as I say, the author of the document at the time was anonymous. We didn't know that Philip Zelikow had 
written this thing and that becomes known I think widely on this day, if only in the final months of the 9/11 
Commission investigation and it appeared to pose yet another conflict of interest for Zelikow. 

MICHAEL DUFFY: Just to be clear, the pre-emptive doctrine comes out in September of 2002. The 
Commission is created formally in... 

SHENON: December 2002. 

DUFFY: . . . and do Kean and Hamilton, when they hire Zelikow, are they aware of his role as the author of the 
preemptive doctrine? 

SHENON: I don't believe so. 


(Source: After Words with Philip Shenon, March 2008) 


These conflicts of interest were not merely theoretical. After the victims' family members discovered Zelikow's 
links to the Bush administration, he was forced to recuse himself from the proceedings of the commission (which 
he himself was directing) that had to do with the Bush White House transition or the National Security Council. 


Hearing of Zelikow's appointment, former counter terrorism czar Richard Clarke (who Zelikow helped to 
demote during the Bush transition), remarked that "The fix is in," wondering aloud: "Could anyone have a more 
obvious conflict of interest than Zelikow?" 


Key staffers and even one of the commissioners threatened to quit the commission altogether when learning of 
Zelikow's history. 


When the 9/11 victims' family members discovered Zelikow's links, they protested his appointment. But unlike 
with Kissinger, this time their concerns were dismissed and Zelikow plowed ahead. 


As even Zelikow himself admits, his ties to the very figures he was supposedly investigating are a legitimate 
concern, and any real investigation of the 9/11 cover up would begin with him. 


PHILIP ZELIKOW: There's a whole welter of conspiracy theories about 9/11 floating around the internet, on 
videocasettes. There's a whole cottage industry in this, which if you haven't read much about it then you're a 
fortunate person. I get a lot of this. I actually figure very largely in a number of key conspiracy theories. 
[Laughter] 

No, to be fair, I worked with Condi Rice, right? I worked with her in the administration of Bush 41, so I guess I 
could be read as a plausible henchman executing a cover up. And it's a legitimate concern, especially if I hadn't 
had 81 other staffers keeping their eagle eye on me. 


(Source: Road to 9/11 : and where we are today) 


Conveniently left out of Zelikow's story about the "81 staffers" keeping their eye on his decisions is that they 
were staffers who were hired by him and under his complete control. In fact, Zelikow took over the hiring of the 


commission staff and even stopped staffers from communicating directly with the commissioners themselves. In 
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the first few months, the 9/11 commissioners themselves rarely even visited the commission because Zelikow 
denied them their own offices or the ability to hire their own staffers. 


The most remarkable example of Zelikow's dictatorial control came in March 2003, just three months into the 
commission's 16-month investigation began. It was at that time, before the commission had even convened a 
single hearing, that Zelikow, along with long-time associate and commission consultant Ernest May, co-wrote a 
complete outline of the final report. 


DAVID RAY GRIFFIN: Before the staff even had its first meeting, Zelikow had written, along with his former 
professor, Ernest May, a detailed outline of the commission's report, complete, as Shenon put it, with chapter 
headings, sub-headings, and sub-sub-headings. When Kean and Hamilton were later shown this outline they 
worried that it would be seen as evidence that the report's outcome had been predetermined, so the three of them 
decided to keep it a secret from the rest of the staff. 

When the staff did finally learn about this outline a year later they were alarmed. Some of them circulated a 
parody entitled 'The Warren Commission Report: Preemptive Outline.’ One of its chapter headings read: 'Single 
Bullet: We Haven't Seen the Evidence Yet, But Really, We're Sure.' The implication was that the crucial chapter 
in the Zelikow-May outline could have been 'Osama Bin Laden and Al Qaeda: We Haven't Seen the Evidence 
Yet, But Really, We're Sure. 


(Source: The Toronto Hearings on 9/11 Uncut - David Ray Griffin - Day 1) 


So what exactly did Zelikow do as executive director? 


He allowed information in the commission's final report derived from illegal CIA torture sessions, despite not 
having access to the evidence of those sessions themselves (which were later illegally destroyed). This included 
the testimony of alleged "9/11 mastermind" Khalid Sheikh Mohammed who was waterboarded 183 times in a 
single month, whose children were kidnapped by the CIA, who was told that his children were going to be 
tortured with insects, and who eventually confessed to a whole series of plots, including bombing a bank that 
didn't exist at the time he was arrested. More than one quarter of the footnotes in the final commission report 
source from this torture testimony, and as Zelikow himself admitted, "quite a bit, if not most" of the 
commission's information on the 9/11 plot itself came from this testimony. 


Zelikow denied interviews and documents to staffers investigating the Saudi connection to the attacks, 
eventually firing one of them and removing the text of their investigation from the final report. 


He personally rewrote a commission staff statement to suggest a systematic link between Al Qaeda and Iraq 
before 9/11, outraging the authors of the original statement. 


He worked behind his own staffer's back to stop them from serving the Pentagon a subpoena to answer about 
information NORAD was withholding from the commission. 


He sat on a proposal to open a criminal investigation into FAA and military officials who lied to the commission 
for months, and then forwarded that proposal not to the Justice Department, who could have brought criminal 
charges, but to the Inspector General, who could not. 


And he covered up information on Able Danger, a military intelligence team that had identified several of the 
alleged 9/11 hijackers in the country before 9/11. 


Col. ANTHONY SHAFFER: After the initial disclosure, Dr. Zelikow came to me at the end of the meeting, 
gave me his card and said: "What you said today is critically important. Very important. Please come see me 
when you return to Washington, D.C." 
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I returned to Washington, D.C., January 2004, call in, they say "We want to see you, stand by." Nothing 
happens. 
A week goes by. I call again, they say: "We don't need you to come in. We have all the information on Able 
Danger we need, thank you anyway." And that was where it ended. 
JUDGE NAPOLITANO: Alright, so the information that you told Dr. Zelikow in Afghanistan about the CIA 
interfering with your ability to provide actionable intelligence to the United States government--intelligence that 
might have helped them find out who caused, 9/11--you were not permitted to testify about it? 
Col. ANTHONY SHAFFER: That's correct. 
JUDGE NAPOLITANO: OK. 


(Source: Judge Napolitano Exposing 9-11 Cover-Up With Col. Anthony Shaffer) 


From the initial outline to the final report, Zelikow carefully guided the process, hiring and firing the staff, 
directing their research efforts, deciding on witnesses, scrubbing information, and shielding his former 
colleagues in the White House from criticism. 


But perhaps more remarkable than the fact that "the fix was in" from the moment he took over the commission 
and began working on the predictive outline of the final report, is that he had in fact written about 9/11 and its 
eventual aftermath in 1998, three years before September 1 1th. 


In an article entitled "Catastrophic Terrorism: Tackling the New Danger," written for the Council on Foreign 
Relations' Foreign Affairs in November 1998, Zelikow and co-authors Ashton Carter and John Deutsche ask 
readers to imagine a catastrophic act of terrorism like the destruction of the World Trade Center. 


Like Pearl Harbor, the event would divide our past and future into a before and after. The United States might 
respond with draconian measures scaling back civil liberties, allowing wider surveillance of citizens, detention 
of suspects and use of deadly force. More violence could follow, either future terrorist attacks or U.S. 
counterattacks. Belatedly, Americans would judge their leaders negligent for not addressing terrorism more 
urgently. 


Zelikow's amazing prediction becomes somewhat less remarkable when we learn his own self-described 
expertise in the creation and management of "public myth." In a separate 1998 article on public myths, Zelikow 
identifies "generational" myths that are "formed by those pivotal events that become etched in the minds of those 
who have lived through them," before noting that the current set of public myths, formed during the New Deal in 
1933, are currently fading. 


Convenient for Zelikow, then, that the "Pearl Harbor" event that would define the next "generational" myth, 
known as the "War on Terror," would arrive just three years later, and that he would be in charge of the 
commission tasked with creating and managing the public perception of that myth. 


Indeed, given his central role in the cover up of 9/11 and deflecting concern away from legitimate 9/11 suspects, 
any true investigation into the events of September 11th would involve a thorough interrogation of Philip D. 
Zelikow. 
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Suspect #4: Robert Baer 
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A 21 year veteran of the CIA, Robert Baer is billed as "one of America’s most elite intelligence case officers." 
Having worked field assignments in Lebanon, Sudan, Morocco, Iraq and other international hotspots, he was 
praised by Pulitzer Prize-winning investigative journalist Seymour Hersh as "perhaps the best on-the-ground 
field officer in the Middle East." 


He has written multiple books based on his experiences with the agency. He has worked as a consultant on 
documentary and television projects. He regularly appears as a commentator on CNN and other news outlets, 
and he writes a regular column on intelligence matters for Time. George Clooney's character in Syriana, Bob 
Barnes, is based on Baer and his experiences with the CIA. 


"... and 90% of what's left is in the Middle East. This is fight to the death." 

"I think we've got something that utilizes your ... specific skills set. 

"His moneys in a lot of dark corners." 

CLOONEY: "I want you to take him from his hotel, drug him, put him in the front of a car and run a truck into 
him at 50 miles an hour." 

"It's good to have you back in town, Bob." 


(Source: 'Syriana' Trailer) 


Robert Baer retired from the CIA in 1997 and received the agency's Career Intelligence Medal the following 
year. 


In short, he is a serious and well-respected career intelligence official. 


All of this makes it particularly stunning that in 2008 he told a team of citizen journalists in Los Angeles that he 
knew a man who "cashed out" the day before 9/11. 


JEREMY ROTHE-KUSHEL: ...the last thing I want to leave you with is the National Reconnaissance Office 
was running a drill of a plane crashing into their building and you know they’re staffed by DoD and CIA... 
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ROBERT BAER: I know the guy that went into his broker in San Diego and said ‘cash me out, it’s going down 
tomorrow.’ 
JEREMY ROTHE-KUSHEL: Really? 
ROBERT BAER: Yeah. 
STEWART HOWE: That tells us something. 
ROBERT BAER: What? 
STEWART HOWE: That tells us something. 
ROBERT BAER: Well his brother worked at the White House. 
(SOURCE: WeAreChangeLA debriefs CIA Case Officer Robert Baer about apparent Mossad and White 


House 9/11 foreknowledge) 


Given Robert Baer's experience and training, it is difficult to comprehend just how significant the information 
that he just casually admits here really is. We are left with only two possibilities: either Baer is lying, or he has 
direct knowledge of someone "whose brother worked at the White House" who had foreknowledge of the 9/11 
plot. There is no middle ground here. 


The man Robert Baer claims to know is at least an accessory before the fact to the crimes of 9/11, if not an actual 
accomplice or co-conspirator in those crimes. By failing to report this information to the investigative 
authorities, Baer leaves himself open to being an accessory after the fact to those same crimes. 


Title 18 Section 3 of the US Code defines the criteria for an "Accessory After the Fact" to a crime committed 
against the United States: 


Whoever, knowing that an offense against the United States has been committed, receives, relieves, comforts or 
assists the offender in order to hinder or prevent his apprehension, trial or punishment, is an accessory after the 
fact. 


Given the exceptionally grave nature of this admission and its repercussions, one would suppose that Baer has 
been questioned by other media and/or the FBI and made to discuss in detail precisely who it was who cashed 
out and how he knew about the 9/11 plot in advance. But one would be wrong. Since making this stunning 
admission to the cameras of We Are Change Los Angeles, no one has ever asked Baer for more information 
about the case. 


So what does Robert Baer say about the possibility of a 9/11 inside job? 


In 2007, writing about the CIA's admission that they illegally destroyed the videotaped interrogations of high 
profile terror suspects, Baer said: 


I myself have felt the pull of the conspiracy theorists — who believe that 9/11 was an inside job, somehow 
pulled off by the U.S. government. For the record, I don't believe that the World Trade Center was brought down 
by our own explosives, or that a rocket, rather than an airliner, hit the Pentagon. I spent a career in the CIA 
trying to orchestrate plots, wasn't all that good at it, and certainly couldn't carry off 9/11. Nor could the real pros 
I had the pleasure to work with. 


But just one year before he gave a very different answer to Thomas Hartmann on his radio show. 


THOMAS HARTMANN: So are you personally of the opinion, obviously you can't speak for the CIA or your 
previous activities with the agency, but are you of the opinion that there was an aspect of "inside job" to 9/11 
within the U.S. Government? 

ROBERT BAER: There's that possibility. The evidence points at it. 

HARTMANN: And why is not being investigated? 
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BAER: Why isn't the WMD story being investigated? Why hasn't anybody been held accountable for 9/11? I 
mean, we held people accountable after Pearl Harbor. So why has there been no change of command, why have 
there been no political repercussions? Why has there not been any sort of exposure on this? It really makes you 
wonder. 
(Source: Robert Baer on 9/11) 


So why is Robert Baer hiding the identity of a 9/11 accomplice or co-conspirator? And will the FBI be asking 
him for details of this story any time soon? Until the American public show some interest in this shocking 
admission, it is unlikely that anything will happen. 


Suspect #5: Gen. Ralph Eberhart 


WATCH THIS VIDEO ON ODYSEE / DOWNLOAD THE MP4 


According to the official story of September 11, 2001, four hijacked airliners flew wildly off course over the 
most sensitive airspace in the United States for 109 minutes without being intercepted by a single fighter jet. As 
Commander-in-Chief of the North American Aerospace Defense Command on 9/11, General Ralph Eberhart 
was in charge of the largest failure to defend North American airspace in history. 


Rather than accepting blame for his command's complete lack of response that morning, however, or even 
expressing regret about what had occurred, General Eberhart instead spent the rest of his career attempting to pin 
the blame for this failure squarely on the FAA. 


GEN. EBERHART: You've read a lot over the last two and a half years about what NORAD did and did not do 
that morning and should have done in the years and months leading up to that attack. Ground truth is that 
NORAD was charged to support the FAA in the event of a hijacking. Our role was to respond to the request 
from FAA to get airborne, fly, shadow the hijacked airplane, say whether the hijacked airplane was following the 
instructions of the air traffic controller, of FAA, and in the terrible situation that that plane crashed, or that 
airplane exploded in mid-air, document that tragedy. 

(Source: Homeland Defense in the Global War on Terrorism) 


Although Eberhart's version of events was cemented into place as the official story of 9/11 propounded by the 
9/11 commission, they are in fact self-serving lies. 
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In Eberhart's version of events, NORAD is completely subordinate to the FAA. In reality, however, NORAD is 
specifically tasked with dealing with such events itself, not waiting passively for FAA orders. NORAD's own 
regulations for dealing with hijacked jets specifically state that "FAA Authorization for Interceptor Operations is 
not used for intercept and airborne surveillance of hijacked aircraft within the [continental United States]." 


These standard operating procedures were not merely theoretical, or some obscure regulation that would have 
been unfamiliar to the four-star general in charge of defending American airspace. In the year 2000 alone, 
NORAD scrambled fighters in response to "unknowns"--pilots who didn't file or diverted from flight plans or 
used the wrong frequency--129 times. 


Perhaps even more remarkable, however, is that Eberhart and NORAD offered not one, not two, not three, but 
four separate timelines of their complete lack of response that morning. The first, offered by Chairman of the 
Joint Chiefs of Staff Richard Myers just two days after the attacks during his confirmation hearings in the 
Senate, claimed that not a single fighter was scrambled to intercept any of the airliners until after the incident at 
the Pentagon. One week later, NORAD released a partial timeline that indicated they had in fact received 
advance notification about three of the planes with as much as 20 minutes warning, more than enough time for 
the planes to have been intercepted. A third story emerged in May 2003; this time, NORAD was only contacted 
about Flight 175 at 9:05, 3 minutes after it crashed into the south tower. The official story, found in the 9/11 
Commission's final report, was that NORAD received no advance notice of any of the flights. Eberhart and the 
military were completely exonerated. 


However, Eberhart had testified in October 2001 that NORAD had been notified about Flight 77 at 9:24 AM. 
The 9/11 Commission determined that this was a lie. Regardless of the truth or untruth of any of these accounts, 
the simple fact is that, according to the 9/11 Commission itself, Eberhart had lied to Congress, which is in fact a 
crime. By the 9/11 Commission's own account, Eberhart should have been tried. 


But Eberhart's lies do not end there. 


GEN. EBERHART: Many people will talk about that they knew that there was going to be an attack. They 
knew that people were going to take over an aircraft and fly it into a building. I can tell you that there was no 
credible intelligence at that time to go build a defense against that type of attack. Tragically, we were wrong. We 
were wrong. 

(Source: Homeland Defense in the Global War on Terrorism) 


Once again, Eberhart's depiction of events is a self-serving and easily demonstrable lie. 


Not only had NORAD envisioned such a scenario, they had been training for it extensively in the years leading 
up to 9/11. Between October 1998 and September 2001, NORAD had conducted 28 exercise events involving 
hiyackings. At least five of those hijack scenarios involved "a suicide crash into a high-value target." 
Furthermore, at least six of the exercises took place completely within American airspace, putting to rest the oft- 
heard excuse that NORAD wasn't prepared for threats from within the US. 


Another note that would be of interest to prosecutors looking at potential foreknowledge of the 9/11 attacks 
pertains to Eberhart's dual role as Commander-in-Chief of US Space Command, where he was responsible for 
setting something called the "Infocon threat level." Established in March 1999, the Infocon threat level was 
designed as a measure of the threat to Defense Department computer systems and networks and different levels 
required different protocols for securing communications and information systems. At 9:09 PM on September 
10, 2001, less than 12 hours before the attacks began, Eberhart reduced Infocon to Level 5 , the lowest threat 
level, making it easier for hackers to compromise Defense Department systems and controls. Eberhart has never 
been asked about this change in the public record. 
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There are a laundry list of other questionable actions that Eberhart took on 9/11: 


e His failure to implement military control over US airspace. 

e His decision to drive from Peterson Air Force Base to NORAD's Cheyenne Mountain Control Center at 
9:30 AM, right in the middle of the attack, despite knowing this would involve loss of communication for 
part of the drive, and the fact that it took him 45 minutes to complete the 30 minute trip. 


e His decision to ground all fighter jets by ordering them to battle stations instead of ordering them to 
scramble at 9:49 AM. 


e And even NORAD's inability to turn over basic documentation to government investigators. 


The official story of 9/11 is a lie. But Eberhart's story is a lie within that lie, designed to absolve himself and 
other members of the US military charged with defending American airspace that morning from the most 
catastrophic failure in that mission in their history. And not only did Eberhart survive with his career intact, he 
was praised as a "9/11 hero" and moved into the private sector after leaving NORAD in 2004, as chairman and 
board member of a number of companies that directly benefited from the post-9/11 police state and the post-9/11 
war on terror. 


Ralph E. Eberhart remains at large. 


Suspect #6: The Dancing Israelis 


WATCH THIS VIDEO ON ODYSEE / DOWNLOAD THE MP4 


DAN RATHER: Some evil is just ... it can't be explained. 

DAVID LETTERMAN: Are these people happy? Are they joyous now? Are they celebrating? Thank God? 
DAN RATHER: Oh absolutely, they're celebrating. There's one report, this has not been confirmed but there is 
several eye[witness] reports that there was a cell, one of these cells across the Hudson River. And they got on the 
... this is the report and I emphasize that I don't know this for a fact but there's several witnesses who say this 
happened. They got on the roof of a building to look across, they knew what was gonna happen. They were 
waiting for it to happen and when it happened they celebrated. They jumped for joy. 
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(SOURCE: The Late Show with David Letterman - 09/17/01) 


In the days after 9/11, while Ground Zero continued to smolder, millions heard Dan Rather and various media 
outlets repeat vague and unconfirmed reports of arrests that took place that day. These rumors held that Middle 
Eastern men, presumably Arabs, were arrested in explosive-packed vans in various places around the city on 
September 11th, and that some had even been photographing and celebrating those events. What most do not 
realize is that those reports were not mere rumors, and we now have thousands of pages of FBI, CIA and DOJ 
reports documenting those arrests. 


MARIA: I grabbed my binoculars and I'm trying to look at the Twin Towers but what caught my attention was 
down there I see this van parked and I see 3 guys on top of the van. They seemed to be taking a movie and I 
could see that they were like happy and laughing. They didn't look shocked to me, you know what I mean? They 
didn't look shocked. 


(SOURCE: The Five Dancing Israelis - 9/11/2001 - Our Purpose Was To Document The Event) 


The men were spotted shortly after 8:46 AM, yet somehow at this early stage, just minutes after the first plane 
strike on the World Trade Center, they were already positioned in a parking lot in Liberty State Park, taking 
pictures of the towers and celebrating. They left the scene shortly after being spotted and at 3:31 PM the FBI 
issued an all points bulletin advising officers in the Greater New York area to be on the lookout for a "White, 
2000 Chevrolet van...with ‘Urban Moving Systems’ sign on back." 


At 3:56 PM, the van was spotted traveling eastward on State Route 3 in New Jersey and pulled over by Officer 
Scott DeCarlo and Sgt. Dennis Rivelli of the East Rutherford police department. Inside they found five men: 
Sivan Kurzberg and his brother, Paul, Yaron Shmuel, Oded Ellner, and Omar Marmari. 


BERNICE STEGERS: A major terrorist man-hunt began and, just 6 hours after the attack, the van was stopped 
at a roadblock by patrolman Scott De Carlo. 

SCOTT De CARLO: We were asked to detain the van and the passengers. They were just removed from the 
vehicle, patted down for safety precautions and detained. 

I think once the FBI arrived, one of them stated that they were on our side or something to that effect. 


(SOURCE: The 9/11 Conspiracies - Ch 4) 


According to the police report of the incident, Sivan Kurzberg told Officer DeCarlo: "We are Israeli. We are not 
your problem. Your problems are our problems. The Palestinians are the problem." 


Their official story: they were just Israeli tourists working for a moving company who had heard about the first 
World Trade Center strike and rushed to get a better view of the events. 


BERNICE STEGERS: They told interrogators they were working for Urban Moving, a shipping and storage 
firm run by an Israeli businessman, who often employed Israeli students without work permits. The men say 
there was an innocent explanation for what was found in the van. and their behavior on 9/11. They were, they 
say, "simply on a working holiday." 

PAUL KURZBERG: We heard in the news that one of the plane was crashing down the buildings and we 
thought it was an accident at the beginning. So, we went up to the roof of Urban Moving and we saw the 
building burning. 

YARON SCHMUEL: There is a better view from a building in Jersey that is up a hill, straight-line to the World 
Trade Center. We decided to go up there, it's 2-3 minutes from the office, stand over there and take some 
pictures. Everyone wants pictures like this in his camera. 


(SOURCE: The 9/11 Conspiracies - Ch 4) 
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Although this narrative is still trotted out when the story of the dancing Israelis is raised in the media, it is an 
easily demonstrable lie. 


FBI reports confirm that the men were not taking somber pictures of a horrific event. When their 76 pictures 
were developed, they revealed the men had indeed been celebrating; smiling, hugging each other, and high- 
fiving. One of the pictures even featured Sivan Kurzberg holding a lighter up with the burning tower in the 
background. 


And these were no ordinary tourists. Oded Ellner had $4,700 stuffed into his sock. They lied to the police about 
where they had been that morning. They were carrying plane tickets for immediate departure to different places 
around the globe. The FBI confirmed that two of the men had ties to Israeli intelligence and came to suspect that 
they had indeed been on a mission for the Mossad. 


And of course, after returning to Israel Ellner claimed on national Israeli TV that they had been sent there "to 
document the event." 


ODED ELLNER (Translation): And at that point we were taken for another round of questioning. This time 
related to us allegedly being members of Mossad. 

The fact of the matter is, we are coming from a country that experiences terror daily. Our purpose was to 
document the event. 

(SOURCE: Inside Israel) 


Their purpose was to "document the event"? But how could they possibly have known what "event" they were 
documenting at that point, before the second plane strike when those few who even knew about the situation had 
assumed it to be an accident or pilot error? 


And when did they arrive at the parking lot to "document the event" anyway? 


The FBI reports show how the men gave confused and often conflicting accounts of when and how they learned 
about what was happening and when they arrived at the parking lot. Oded Ellner even said they had arrived their 
shortly after 8:00 AM, which would have been 45 minutes before the attacks even began [see page 45 here]. This 
is in line with one of the eyewitnesses that had placed their Urban Moving Systems van at the parking lot at 8:00 
AM [see page 33 here]. How could they have been in place and ready to "document the event" unless they knew 
what was about to happen? 


Anyway you cut it, this story is unbelievable. Men with documented connections to Israeli intelligence and 
working in the United States without appropriate permits were detained after having been caught celebrating the 
attack on the World Trade Center at a time when no one knew that the WTC strike was an attack. So surely these 
men are locked behind bars to this day, right? Surely they were transferred to Guantanamo and held without trial 
for 15 years as part of the "War on Terror," weren't they? 


No. They were immediately transferred to federal custody, held for 71 days, and then deported back to Israel. 
The owner of the "Urban Moving Systems" company that had employed them, Dominik Suter, was investigated 
by the FBI, too. They concluded that "Urban Moving may have been providing cover for an Israeli intelligence 
operation" and even seized records and computer systems from the company's offices. When they went back to 
question him again on September 14th, he had fled back to Israel. 


And what about the dancing Israelis' pictures themselves? The Justice Department destroyed their copies on 
January 27, 2014. 
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And these intelligence agents on an intelligence mission who were there to "document the event" of 9/11 before 
anyone knew 9/11 was taking place? Don't worry, they were just spying on Arab terrorists. 


ELIZABETH VARGAS: And while the FBI or certain sources might believe that in fact they were Israeli 
intelligence, they don't believe that the US was a target. That they were actually investigating Muslim groups? 
JOHN MILLER: They believe if this was an intelligence operation by Israel, that it was focused on the Islamic 
groups and charities that raise money for groups that are considered by US Law Enforcement and others terrorist 
groups. You'll note that after September 11th, the US moved on many of these groups with indictments, arrests, 
raids on their headquarters, something that hadn't happened prior to this. 

ELIZABETH VARGAS: These are groups that Israel believe have been funding Hamas and other terrorists 
organizations? 

JOHN MILLER: Groups that are responsible for most of the suicide bombings there. 

(SOURCE: ABC News 20/20 preview - June 21, 2002) 


But this story is not merely preposterous on its face; even the implications of this story are themselves 
preposterous. If indeed the "official story" is a ridiculous lie, then are we to believe that these crack Israeli 
Mossad operatives who were presumably aware of the attack that was about to take place had been sent to 
photograph the burning tower from a parking lot across the Hudson River? And that these specially trained 
intelligence professionals on their super secret mission were celebrating, high-fiving and going out of their way 
to be noticed in performance of their task? This is equally preposterous. 


The only other possible conclusion is that these men were serving merely as a distraction. That they were not 
there to photograph for Israeli intelligence one of the most heavily photographed scenes in the world on that 
morning, but instead to be noticed and arrested as a way to divert attention from a much bigger and more sinister 


story. 
So if they were meant to distract from a bigger story, what story could that possibly be? 


BRIT HUME: It has been more than 16 years since a civilian working for the Navy was charged with passing 
secrets to Israel. Jonathan Pollard pled guilty to conspiracy to commit espionage and is serving a life sentence. 
At first Israeli leaders claimed Pollard was part of a rogue operation but later took responsibility for his work. 
Now, Fox News has learned some US investigators believe that there are Israelis again very much engaged in 
spying in and on the US. Who may have known things they didn't tell us before September 11th. Fox News 
correspondent Carl Cameron has details in the first of a 4 part series. 

CARL CAMERON: Since September 11th more than 60 Israelis have been arrested or detained. Either under 
the new PATRIOT anti-terrorism law or for immigration violations. 

A handful of active Israeli military were among those detained, according to investigators, who say some of the 
detainees also failed polygraph questions when asked about alleged surveillance activities against and in the 
Unites States. 

There is no indication that the Israelis were involved in the 9/11 attacks but investigators suspect that the Israelis 
may have gathered intelligence about the attacks in advance and not shared it. A highly placed investigator said 
there are "tie-ins" but when asked for details he flatly refused to describe them saying: "Evidence linking these 
Israelis to 9-11 is classified. I cannot tell you about the evidence that has been gathered. It is classified 
information. 

Asked this week about another sprawling investigation and the detention of 60 Israelis since September 11th, the 
Bush administration treated the questions like hot potatoes. 

ARI FLEISCHER: | would just refer you to the Department of Justice with it. I'm not familiar with the report. 
COLIN POWELL: I'm aware that some Israeli citizens have been detained. With respect to why they are being 
detained and the other aspects of your question, whether it's because they are in intelligence services or what 
they were doing, I will defer to the Department of Justice and the FBI to answer that. 
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CARL CAMERON: Beyond the 60 apprehended or detained and many deported since September 11th, another 
group of 140 Israeli individuals have been arrested and detained in this year. In what government documents 
describe as, "An organized intelligence gathering operation designed to "penetrate government facilities." Most 
of those individuals said they had served in the Israeli military, which is compulsory there, but they also had, 
most of them, intelligence expertise and either worked for AMDOCS or other companies in Israel that specialize 
in wiretapping. Earlier this week the Israeli Embassy here in Washington denied any spying against or in the 
United States. 
[eal 
BRIT HUME: Carl, what about this question of advanced knowledge of what was going to happen on 9/11? 
How clear are investigators that some Israeli agents may have known something? 
CARL CAMERON: Well it's very explosive information obviously and there is a great deal of evidence that 
they say they have collected. None of it necessarily conclusive. It's more when they put it all together a big 
question they say is, "How could they have not have known?" Almost a direct quote, Brit. 


(SOURCE: Israeli software spying on US - FOX - Dec 2001) 


The most phenomenal part of this report is not that it was eventually erased from the web by Fox News itself, but 
that it ever made it to the air at all. In December of 2001, Fox News investigative reporter Carl Cameron filed an 
explosive 4-part series that went in-depth into an Israeli art student spying ring that had been under investigation 
before 9/11, extensive Israeli wiretapping of sensitive US government communications, and the 60 Israeli spies 
that were detained in the wake of the September 11th attacks. Unsurprisingly, the story was quickly dropped and 
no mainstream journalists dared to continue probing into the matter. 


This is the real story of Israeli spies and 9/11; not some vague rumours about some dancing Israelis but an FBI 
dragnet that swept up the largest foreign spying ring ever caught red-handed on American soil. And although the 
FBI were convinced that these spies knew about 9/11 in advance, their investigations were stifled and the issue 
was swept under the rug. Rather than making Israel enemy number one in the war on terror, Israel remains to this 
day the US' "most important ally." 


HILLARY CLINTON: And if I'm fortunate enough to be elected President, the United States will re-affirm we 
have a strong and enduring national interest in Israels security. 

(SOURCE: Hillary Clinton AIPAC Full Speech - March, 2016) 

DONALD TRUMP: In 2001, weeks after the attacks on New York City and on Washington and frankly the 
attacks on all of us, attacks that were perpetrated by the Islamic fundamentalists, Mayor Rudy Giuliani visited 
Israel to show solidarity with terror victims. I sent my plane because I backed the mission for Israel 100%. 


(SOURCE: Donald Trump AIPAC Full Speech - March, 2016) 


But perhaps this is understandable. After all, we all remember how Yasser Arafat gloated about 9/11 and said it 
was good for Palestinians, right? 


Oh wait, that wasn't Yasser Arafat. It was Benjamin Netanyahu. 


AMY GOODMAN: The Israeli newspaper, Maariv, has reported Israels former Prime Minister Benjamin 
Netanyahu has publicly said the September 11th attacks have been good for Israel. Netanyahu said: 

"We are benefiting from one thing, and that is the attack on the Twin Towers and Pentagon, and the American 
struggle in Iraq." 

(SOURCE: "Sept 11 was good for Israel" - Democracy Now - April 17, 2008) 

DONALD TRUMP: My name is Donald Trump and I'm a big fan of Israel. And frankly a strong Prime 
Minister, is a strong Israel and you truly have a great Prime Minister in Benjamin Netanyahu, there's nobody like 
him. He's a winner, he's highly respected, he's highly thought of by all. 

And people really do have great, great respect for whats happened in Israel. 

So vote for Benjamin, terrific guy, terrific leader, great for Israel. 
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(SOURCE: Donald Trump Endorsement for Prime Minister Netanyahu) 


Given that the ultimate consequence of 9/11 was the beginning of a now 15 year long struggle to transform the 
Middle East, a struggle that the neocons that went on to populate the Bush administration had been openly 
advocating since the "Clean Break" policy paper in the mid-1990s, it isn't hard to see how the September 11th 
attacks were indeed a boon for Israel. But information linking Israeli spies to advance knowledge of 9/11 
remains "classified information." 


In a world of true justice, the dancing Israelis and other Israeli spies with insider advance knowledge of the 9/11 
attacks, who openly celebrated those attacks, would be the targets of the "war on terror," not its beneficiaries. 
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9/11 War Games (Episode 346) 


Corbett * 09/11/2018 


Little did we know at the time, 9/11 was not a normal day of blue sky aviation. On the contrary, it was one of the 
busiest days in the history of American aviation, a dense forest of live fly exercises, drills, simulations, fake 
radar injects and utter confusion. And that was before the attacks even began. This is the story of 9/11 that you 
didn’t watch unfold on your TV that fateful day in 2001. This is the story of the 9/11 War Games. 


Watch this documentary on BitChute / Dtube 

TRANSCRIPT 

When we remember the events of 9/11, we are often invited to reflect on how the attack came out of the clear, 
blue sky. Until the terror began to unfold in real time on everyone’s television screen, it was just another 


beautiful, blue sky day, a perfect day for aviation. 


CNN ANCHOR: It is 8 AM in Salisbury, North Carolina, 7:00 a.m. in Chicago, 5:00 a.m. in Calaveras County, 
California, where the news is being made on this Tuesday, September 1 1th. 


CNN ANCHOR 2: From CNN... 


MATT LAUER: Anyway, that’s all coming up. 8:01 let’s get to the top news stories of the morning. For that we 
turn to Anne Curry. 


ANN CURRY: Because now we have a camera. Katy, Matt and Al, thank you so much this morning. Good 
morning, everybody, again. 


SARAH FERGUSON: ...but isn’t in America, in politics, isn’t spinning... What is spinning, Charlie? 
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CHARLIE GIBSON: Well, spinning is getting out your point of view, trying to put your interpretation on 
something. 


FERGUSON: So do you think there is a lot of spinning done in politics... 


FOX ANCHOR: ...Miss America pageant, but this year things are different. Contestants will be quizzed on 
current events, US history and government. 10 of the 51 contestants got a preview. Among the questions: 
Naming the current vice president, and knowing what happened December 7th, 1941. Two contestants didn’t 
know Dick Cheney was the vice president and four missed the bombing of Pearl Harbor. 


EARLY SHOW: Miles and miles of sunshine. Miles Davis. Going to put Miles out there today. Nice as it could 
be across the Northeast. Rough seas still from from the chop from that hurricane, but other than that it’s kind of 
quiet around the country. We like quiet. It’s quiet. It’s too quiet. 


SOURCE: “It’s Too Quiet” The Early Morning Television of 9/11/2001 


But that was merely the public’s impression of the events from ground level. Little did we know at the time, 9/11 
was not a normal day of blue sky aviation. On the contrary, it was one of the busiest days in the history of 
American aviation, a dense forest of live fly exercises, drills, simulations, fake radar injects and utter confusion. 
And that was before the attacks even began. 


This is the story of 9/11 that you didn’t watch unfold on your TV that fateful day in 2001. This is the story of the 
9/11 War Games. 


PART ONE — WAR GAMES 


It only stands to reason that government employees, armed forces and first responders spend a considerable 
amount of time every year training to respond to crises. A major, catastrophic event may only happen once in a 
lifetime, but if and when it does occur, the appropriate personnel need to know how to respond. 


Not all military exercises and government drills are the same, however. These training events can range all the 
way from computer simulations and war games—where no personnel are deployed and no physical resources are 
committed—to live field exercises where real people use real equipment and even real munitions to practice 
responding to real-world emergencies or simulate real warfare. And as these drills and exercises move from 
abstract models to real-life exercises, the line between reality and simulation can become blurry. 


What does it mean, then, when a simulation of an emergency takes place at the exact same place and time as that 
real emergency is happening in real life? 


PETER POWER: Today we were running an exercise for a company—bearing in mind I’m now in the private 
sector—and we sat everybody down in the City. A thousand people involved in the whole organization, but the 
crisis team. And the most peculiar thing was we based our scenario on the simultaneous attacks on that 
underground and mainline station so we had to suddenly switch an exercise from fictional to real. 


[...] 


INTERVIEWER: Just to get this right, you were actually working today on an exercise that envisioned 
virtually this scenario? 


POWER: Almost precisely. 
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SOURCE: Peter Power 7/7 Terror Rehearsal 


In the hours after the July 7th, 2005 bombings in London, Peter Power gave a series of interviews to various 
outlets confirming that he had been running an exercise at the exact time of the attack. That exercise envisioned 
bombs going off at Liverpool Street, King’s Cross, and Russell Square at exactly the same time as real bombs 
were going off at those very locations. 


PETER POWER: At half past 9 this morning we were actually running an exercise for a company of over a 
thousand people in London based on simultaneous bombs going off precisely at the railway stations where it 
happened this morning, so I still have the hairs on the back of my neck standing up right now. 


HOST: To get this quite straight, you were running an exercise to see how you would cope with this and it 
happened while you were running the exercise? 


POWER: Precisely. 
SOURCE: Peter Power 7/7 Terror Rehearsal 


What are we to make of this? Is this just a remarkable coincidence? Proof of the the keen insight of advisors like 
Peter Power in correctly predicting the locations and times of likely terror attacks? Or something altogether 
different? And, if this was set up by some intelligence agency or someone with advance knowledge of the real 
attack, what would be the point? Why would they bother to schedule a drill “rehearsing the event” at the same 
time as the event itself? 


Just as there are various kinds of drills, war games and exercises, so, too, are there different ways that such 
simulations could be used to help facilitate an actual event. A drill could be used to distract security services and 
hinder responses, for example, thus helping an attack to succeed. Or the exercise could act as an alibi in case the 
plot is discovered before it can take place. Or, in an even more chilling scenario, a war game or training event 
could be used to recruit patsies who, believing they are only taking part in an exercise, unwittingly move people 
or equipment into place for a real attack. 

KIMMY: Yes! I am the king! Numero uno, baby. Mmmm mmmm. 

(The Gunmen walk over to Kimmy.) 

BYERS: Find something? 

KIMMY: Yep. I wound up in some government think-tank’s upload directory. Here’s your scenarios, ladies. 
BYERS: It’s in clear. Counter-terrorism scenarios. War games developed for the Defense Department. 
FROHIKE: What’s Scenario 12-D? 

(Kimmy clicks on the file. A dialog box on the screen opens.) 

FILE INFO 

scenario_12D.txt 


Domestic Airline In-Flight Terrorist Act 


LANGLY: Airline terrorism? That doesn’t make sense. Your father was murdered over a war game? 
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BYERS: Download it. 


SOURCE: 9/11 X-Files — The Lone Gunmen Pilot (Predictive Programming) 


Incredibly, the plot of the pilot episode of “The Lone Gunmen,” a spin-off of the popular X-Files television 
program, aired in March 2001, depicted a scenario in which a group of government insiders piggy-backed on a 
military war game involving a hijacked airplane to remote control a civilian passenger jet into the World Trade 
Center. 


BYERS SNR: What the hell are you doing? Why can’t you stay out of this. Leave me buried. 
BYERS: What is scenario 12-D? 
(BYERS SNR doesn’t respond.) 


BYERS: We know it’s a war game scenario. That it has to do with airline counter-terrorism. Why is it important 
enough to kill for. 


BYERS SNR: Because it’s no longer a game. 
BYERS: But if some terrorist group wants to act out this scenario, then why target you for assassination? 
BYERS SNR: Depends on who your terrorists are. 


BYERS: The men who conceived of it the first place. You’re saying our government is planning to commit a 
terrorist act against a domestic airline? 


BYERS SNR: There you go again. Blaming the entire government as usual. In fact, a small faction ... 
BYERS: For what possible gain? 


BYERS SNR: The Cold War’s over, John. But with no clear enemy to stockpile against, the arms market’s flat. 
But bring down a fully loaded 727 into the middle of New York City and you’ll find a dozen tinpot dictators all 
over the world just clamoring to take responsibility, and begging to be smart-bombed. 


But as outlandish as this idea seems to those not immersed in military history or strategy, the idea of a war game 
“going live” is not limited to the world of fiction. In fact, it is a real and openly-acknowledged secret among 
military planners that such exercises can be used as an operational cover for a real attack. Reflecting on lessons 
learned from his tenure as Secretary of Defense under Ronald Reagan, Casper Weinberger observed that “the 
difference between a realistic exercise or maneuver and what could be preparations for an attack, that line is 
sometimes quite blurred.” 


And Weinberger should know. It was under his watch that a “fictional” war game scenario brought the world to 
the brink of a very real global thermonuclear war. 


In 1983, at the height of Cold War tensions over the Reagan Administration’s moves to increase the US nuclear 
arsenal and his national security directive calling for the ability to win a nuclear war, NATO decided to simulate 
a first-strike nuclear attack on the Soviet Union in an exercise dubbed “Able Archer 83.” As recently declassified 
documents show, the exercise was unprecedented in its scale and scope, even involving a very real radio-silent 
air lift of 19,000 US troops to Europe. So realistic was the build up of forces and the preparations for nuclear 
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strikes during these “war games” that, as we now know from these documents kept hidden from the public for 30 


years, Able Archer 83 very nearly caused a real nuclear exchange. 


But these concerns about war games going live did not end with the break up of the Soviet Union. On September 
10, 2001, the Russian Air Force began a week-long training exercise over the North Atlantic, Pacific, and Arctic 
Oceans. The exercise simulated a Russian bombing attack in response to NATO aggression. On September 9, 
2001, NORAD announced they would be deploying additional fighter aircraft to Forward Operating Locations in 
Alaska and Northern Canada to monitor the exercise and “ensure that our air sovereignty is maintained.” The 
Russians called off their war game when the 9/11 attacks began to unfold. 


Military planners know that simulations and war games can be used as cover for real attacks. But what about 
9/11? Were there any exercises, simulations or drills that had a bearing on what was happening on that fateful 
day? 


PART TWO — PREPARATIONS 


In the wake of 9/11, the Bush Administration’s mantra became that no one could have imagined such an attack 
before it took place. 


REPORTER: Why shouldn’t this be seen as an intelligence failure, that you were unable to predict something 
happening here? 


CONDOLEEZZA RICE: Steve, I don’t think anybody could have predicted that these people would take an 
airplane and slam it into the World Trade Center, take another one and slam it into the Pentagon; that they would 
try to use an airplane as a missile, a hijacked airplane as a missile. 


SOURCE: Press Briefing by National Security Advisor Dr. Condoleezza Rice, May 16, 2002 


DONALD RUMSFELD: First, I must say, I know of no intelligence during the roughly six plus months leading 
up to September 11 th that indicated terrorists intended to hijack commercial airliners and fly them into the 
Pentagon or the World Trade Towers. If we had had such information, we could have acted on it. 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission: Defense 


GEORGE W. BUSH: Nobody in our government, at least, and I don’t think the prior government, could 
envision flying airplanes into buildings on such a massive scale. 


SOURCE: President Addresses the Nation in Prime Time Press Conference, April 13, 2004 


But, like everything else the Bush Administration told the public about 9/11, this, too, was a lie. Not only had 
government officials “envisioned flying airplanes into buildings” or “using an airplane as a missile,” but multiple 
agencies trained for just such an event prior to 9/11. In fact, as General Richard Myers—Chairman of the Joint 
Chiefs of Staff from 2001 to 2005—went on to tell the 9/11 Commission, this precise scenario of a hijacked jet 
being flown into a high value target was drilled by NORAD not once or twice but five separate times in the run- 
up to September 11th. 


On November 6th, 1999, they simulated an event in which terrorists hijacked a passenger jet flying out of JFK 
with the intention of crashing it into the United Nations building in New York. 


On June 5th, 2000, they simulated two hijackings, one in which the terrorists intended to fly the plane into the 
Statue of Liberty, and the other in which the intended target was the White House. 
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An October 16th, 2000, NORAD drill saw a hijacker once again targeting the UN building, as did a nearly 
identical exercise on October 23rd of that year. 


One of NORAD’s pre-9/11 hijack drills even saw the World Trade Center itself become the intended target. 


Other exercises involved not just hijacked jets as weapons, but tested NORAD’s response to simultaneous 
hiackings being used in a coordinated attack on American airspace. 


MR. BEN-VENISTE: Well, obviously it would be hard to imagine posturing for the exact scenario. But isn’t it 
a fact, sir, that prior to September 11th, 2001, NORAD had already in the works plans to simulate in an exercise 
a simultaneous hijacking of two planes in the United States? 


GEN. MCKINLEY: Colonel Scott, do you have any data on that? I’m not aware of that, sir. I was not present at 
the time. 


MR. BEN-VENISTE: That was Operation Amalgam Virgo. 


SOURCE: Terrorist Attacks and Response 


Amalgam Virgo is an annual NORAD field training exercise, meaning that real aircraft are deployed and actual 
personnel are used to “simulate” real-life situations. The planning document for Amalgam Virgo 01, which took 
place in June 2001, featured a picture of Osama Bin Laden surrounded by airplanes. Amalgam Virgo 02, which 
was already in the planning stages on 9/11 and actually took place in June 2002, involved a simulated hijacking 
of a real Delta Airlines 757 by “military personnel acting as civilian passengers” and ran through multiple 
scenarios for stopping the plane from reaching its target, including a shoot down. 


But as uncanny as these similarities are to real life events, declassified documents from the 9/11 Commission 
archive show that many other types of hijack scenarios were practiced in the three years before September 11th. 
These documents prove that many of the lies told about the “confused” response to the 9/11 attacks are just that: 
lies. 


We have long been told, for instance, that NORAD wasn’t set up to deal with a domestic hijacking threat 
because the agency was solely focused on outward threats. 


RICHARD MYERS: It’s the way that we were directed to posture, looking outward. Those were the orders that 
NORAD had and has had for — ever since the end of the Soviet Union when we had at that time I think it was 
26 alert sites around the United States and we’d gone down to seven. 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission Hearing, June 17, 2004 


But time after time between 1999 and 2001, NORAD simulated so-called “inside-inside” events, where domestic 
airliners bound for domestic destinations were hijacked en route. General Myers simply lied when he said that 
NORAD ’s defenses were only directed toward outside threats. As these documents show, NORAD was actively 
engaged in modeling domestic terror threats, not only domestic civilian airliner hijackings but even one scenario, 
dubbed “Fertile Rice,” in which Osama bin Laden directed an attack on Washington using a drone aircraft laden 
with explosives. 


And these were not the only pre-9/11 “training” events that bore a striking resemblance to the actual attacks. The 
specific scenario of a plane crashing into the Pentagon was drilled not just once or twice, but at least three 
separate times in the year prior to September 11th. 
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In October 2000, a Pentagon mass casualty exercise, or “MASCAL,” envisioned a scenario in which a passenger 
jet hit the Pentagon. Army medics, the Arlington Fire Department and other emergency responders participated 
in the drill. 


In May 2001, another Pentagon Mass Casualty Exercise tested responses to a passenger jet crashing into the 
Pentagon’s courtyard. This time, the tri-Service DiLorenzo Health Care Clinic and the Air Force Flight Medicine 
Clinic participated in the training. Lieutenant Colonel John Felicio, deputy commander for administration of the 
DiLorenzo Tricare Health Clinic, later remarked: “You know, it was kind of eerie. The scenario we had for these 
MASCALS was very similar to what actually happened. Our scenario for both MASCALS was a plane flying 
into the Pentagon courtyard.” 


Then, in August 2001, just one month before 9/11, yet another Pentagon mass casualty exercise practiced 
building evacuation. As General Lance Lord, Commander of Air Force Space Command, later noted: “Purely a 
coincidence, the scenario for that exercise included a plane hitting the building.” 


“Purely a coincidence.” Time after time after time after time after time in the months leading up to the attacks, 
military personnel and first responders were trained to respond to the very events that the public is asked to 
believe actually took place on the day of 9/11. Some of these training exercises even involved real aircraft being 
“pretend” hijacked by real military personnel “acting as civilian passengers.” 


Purely a coincidence. 


As we can see, the idea that no one could have predicted the attacks of September 11th is not just a lie, but an 
absurd lie. In fact, the sheer number of times those very scenarios were exercised before they took place by itself 
raises the question of what these war game planners knew about what was set to take place that day. 


But as remarkable as all of these drills and exercises are, more remarkable still are the similarities between the 
events of 9/11 and the war games that we now know were taking place that very morning. 


PART THREE — TRAINING DAY 


Tuesday, September 11, 2001, dawns temperate and nearly cloudless in the eastern United States. A perfect day 
for aviation. 


Meanwhile, all around the country, military personnel, first responders and government officials prepare for one 
of the busiest days of “simulated” terror in history. 


In New York City, preparations continue for “Operation Tripod,” an exercise run by the New York City Office 
of Emergency Management involving hundreds of personnel from FEMA and other disaster response agencies. 
The exercise simulates a bioterrorist attack on New York, and on the morning of September 11th equipment is 
already in place at Pier 92—just four miles north-northwest of the Twin Towers—to treat the “victims” of this 
pretend attack. 


RUDY GIULIANLE ... on September 12th, Pier 92 was going to have a drill. It had hundreds of people here 
from FEMA, from the Federal Government, from the State Emergency Management Office and they were 
getting ready for a drill for a bio-chemical attack. So that was going to be the place they were going to have the 
drill, the equipment was already there. 


SOURCE: 9/11 Commission Hearings May 19, 2004 
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And on the 97th floor of the South Tower of the World Trade Center, a team of technology consultants who have 
flown in from California for the occasion are running an emergency drill in the offices of Fiduciary Trust. 


Meanwhile in Washington, members of the 12th Aviation Battalion, in charge of “aviation support for the White 
House, US government officials, Department of Defense, Department of the Army, and other government 
agencies” are two hours away from their base, participating in their annual weapons training. 


12 miles south of the Pentagon, Fort Belvoir begins a garrison control exercise drilling the base on its response 
to a simulated terrorist attack. 


Firefighters at Fort Myer, just 1.5 miles from the Pentagon, are sitting down for an “aircraft crash refresher 
class.” 


Matthew Rosenberg—an Army medic at the DiLorenzo TRICARE Health Clinic—sits down in Corridor 8 of the 
Pentagon to “study a new medical emergency disaster plan based on the unlikely scenario of an airplane crashing 
into the place.” 


And in Chantilly, Virginia—just four miles from the runway of Dulles Airport—the military and CIA personnel 
who staff the National Reconaissance Office are beginning an exercise in which a plane crashes into their 
building. 

Members of the Joint Special Operations Command (the US military’s “top counterterrorism unit”) are in 
Hungary preparing for “Jackal Cave,” a highly-classified joint readiness exercise. 


Fighter pilots deployed to monitor the Russian Air Force’s training exercise in the Arctic are readying 
themselves for a day of maneuvers in Alaska and Northern Canada. 


And at NORAD’s combat operations center at the Cheyenne Mountain Complex in Colorado, military 
commanders are preparing for one of the busiest days of war games and exercises in the history of the United 
States. 


BARRIE ZWICKER: Michael Ruppert is standing by at his office in Sherman Oaks, California. Michael, 
thanks for this. What is the reason for the failure of US military jets to show up in a timely fashion on 9/11? 


MICHAEL RUPPERT: Well, the simple fact is, Barrie, that they didn’t know where to go. The reason that they 
didn’t know where to go was because a number of conflicting and overlapping war game exercises were taking 
place, one of which, Northern Vigilance, had pulled a significant number of North American fighter aircraft into 
Canada and western Alaska and and northern Alaska in a mock Cold War hijack exercise. There was another 
drill, Vigilant Guardian, which was a hijack exercise, a command post exercise, but it involved the insertion of 
false radar blips on to radar screens in the NorthEast Air Defense Sector. In addition we have a confirmation 
thanks to General Richard Myers who was acting Chairman of the Joint Chiefs who told Richard Clarke, as 
reported in Clarke’s book, that there was another exercise, Vigilant Warrior, which was, in fact, according to a 
NORAD source a live fly hijack drill being conducted at the same time. 


With only eight available fighter aircraft, and they have to be dispatched in pairs, they were dealing with as 
many as 22 possible hijacks on the day of 9/11 and they couldn’t separate the war game exercises from the actual 


hiyacks. 


SOURCE: The Great Deception 
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Yes, on the morning of September 11, 2001, the stage was perfectly set for an unprecedented day of simulated 
terror throughout the northeastern United States. 
And then it all happened for real. 
PART FOUR - THIS IS NOT AN EXERCISE 
08:37:52 
BOSTON CENTER: Hi. Boston Center T.M.U. [Traffic Management Unit], we have a problem here. We have 
a hijacked aircraft headed towards New York, and we need you guys to, we need someone to scramble some F- 
16s or something up there, help us out. 
POWELL: Is this real-world or exercise? 
BOSTON CENTER: No, this is not an exercise, not a test. 
SOURCE: Vanity Fair 
Confusion. 
08:52:40 
NASYPANY: This is what I got. Possible news that a 737 just hit the World Trade Center. This is a real-world. 
And we’re trying to confirm this. Okay. Continue taking the fighters down to the New York City area, J.F.K. 
area, if you can. Make sure that the F.A.A. clears it— your route all the way through. Do what we gotta do, 
okay? Let’s press with this. It looks like this guy could have hit the World Trade Center. 
SOURCE: Vanity Fair 
Chaos. 
09:49 
HERNDON CENTER: Ah, do we wanna think about, ah, scrambling aircraft? 
FAA HEADQUARTERS: Ah, (sighs) oh God, I don’t know. 
HERNDON: Uh, that’s a decision someone is gonna have to make probably in the next 10 minutes. 


FAA HQ: Uh, you know everybody just left the room. 


SOURCE: Rutgers Law Review 


Paralysis. 


There are many ways to describe the FAA, DoD and NORAD response to the events of 9/11. But given that, 
according to the official 9/11 conspiracy theory, not a single fighter jet was able to intercept a single hijacked 
airliner between the first hijacking report at 8:20 AM and Flight 93’s downing nearly two hours later at 10:03 
AM, the claim that the response to these events was actually enhanced by the war games and exercises taking 
place that morning is downright absurd. 
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REP. CYNTHIA MCKINNEY: The question was we had four war games going on on September 11th, and the 
question that I tried to pose before the secretary had to go to lunch was whether or not activities of the four war 
games going on on September 11th actually impaired our ability to respond to the attacks. 


GEN. RICHARD MYERS: The answer to the question is no, it did not impair our response. In fact, General 
Eberhart, who was in the command of the North American Aerospace Defense Command, he testified in front of 
the 9/11 Commission, I believe—I believe—he told them that it enhanced our ability to respond, given that 
NORAD didn’t have the overall responsibility for responding to the attacks that day. That was an FAA 
responsibility. 


SOURCE: Fiscal Year 2006 Defense Budget 


MR. ROEMER: General Eberhart, a question about our training posture on the day of 9/11. On page five of our 
Staff Statement, the FAA says at 8:38 in the morning, “Hi, Boston Center, TMU, we have a problem here. We 
have a hijacked aircraft headed towards New York and we need you guys to — we need someone to scramble 
some F-16s or something up there. Help us out.” NEADS says, “Is this real world or an exercise?” 


My question is, you were postured for an exercise against the former Soviet Union. Did that help or hurt? Did 
that help in terms of were more people prepared? Did you have more people ready? Were more fighters fueled 
with more fuel? Or did this hurt in terms of people thinking, “No, there’s no possibility that this is real world; 
we’re engaged in an exercise,” and delay things? Or did it have both impacts? 


GEN. EBERHART: Sir, my belief is that it helped because of the manning, because of the focus, because the 
crews — they have to be airborne in 15 minutes. And that morning, because of the exercise, they were airborne 
in six or eight minutes. And so I believe that focus helped. 


The situation that you’re referring to, I think, at most cost us 30 seconds — 30 seconds. 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission Hearing, June 17, 2004 


These lies have been carefully crafted over years and presented in such densely-packed soundbites that it is 
difficult to deconstruct them all. 


General Myers’ assertion that it was not NORAD but the FAA that had the responsibility to respond to the 
attacks that morning is one such lie. In reality, NORAD is specifically tasked with dealing with such events 
itself, not waiting passively for FAA orders. NORAD’s own regulations for dealing with hijacked jets 
specifically state that “FAA Authorization for Interceptor Operations is not used for intercept and airborne 
surveillance of hijacked aircraft within the [continental United States].” 


And General Eberhart’s assertion that the confusion over whether the events that were unfolding were real world 
events or merely exercises “cost us 30 seconds” is belied by the actual audio recordings of the FAA and 
NORAD response that morning. Time and time again throughout the entire morning, air traffic controllers and 
military operators are forced to clarify that the events being reported are not part of an exercise. 


08:37:52 
BOSTON CENTER: Hi. Boston Center T.M.U. [Traffic Management Unit], we have a problem here. We have 
a hijacked aircraft headed towards New York, and we need you guys to, we need someone to scramble some F- 


16s or something up there, help us out. 


POWELL: Is this real-world or exercise? 
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BOSTON CENTER: No, this is not an exercise, not a test. 


SOURCE: Vanity Fair 

08:37:56 

WATSON: What? 

DOOLEY: Whoa! 

WATSON: What was that? 
ROUNTREE: Is that real-world? 
DOOLEY: Real-world hijack. 
WATSON: Cool! 

SOURCE: Vanity Fair 

08:42:59 


NASYPANY: Fourteen forty three, look for it, right there, ok, mode three, fourteen forty three, last known. No, 
this is real world. Ok, we’re in the high chair. 


SOURCE: Rutgers Law Review 

08:43:06 

FOX: I’ve never seen so much real-world stuff happen during an exercise. 

SOURCE: Vanity Fair 

08:57:11 

NASYPANY: Think we put the exercise on the hold. What do you think? [Laughter. ] 

SOURCE: DRM1_DAT2_Channel2_MCC_Op [TRANSCRIPT] 

This persistent confusion over the reality of what was happening that day is hardly surprising. Although the 
exact details are still shrouded under a cloud of official secrecy, on the morning of 9/11 NORAD was in the 
middle of a week-long war game that “coincidentally” included simulated hijackings of passenger jets. 
“Vigilant Guardian” is an annual command post exercise involving all levels of NORAD command. Vigilant 
Guardian 01 was a week-long war game described as a “simulated air war,” and, just two days before 9/11, it 
had involved a simulated terrorist hijacking of a civilian passenger jet by terrorists intending to blow the plane 
up with explosives over New York City. Even more remarkably, on the very morning of September 11th, they 


were planning to simulate another passenger jet hijacking just one hour after the attacks began to unfold. 


In 2006, Vanity Fair reporter Michael Bronner was the first journalist given access to the tapes of NORAD 
operations that morning. In his subsequent article on the subject, “9/11 Live: The NORAD Tapes,” Bronner 
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talked to Lieutenant Colonel Kevin Nasypany, the mission-crew commander on the “ops” floor at the Northeast 
Air Defense Sector on the morning of 9/11. 
“When they told me there was a hijack, my first reaction was ‘Somebody started the exercise early,'” Nasypany 
later told me. The day’s exercise was designed to run a range of scenarios, including a “traditional” simulated 
hijack in which politically motivated perpetrators commandeer an aircraft, land on a Cuba-like island, and seek 
asylum. “I actually said out loud, ‘The hijack’s not supposed to be for another hour,'” Nasypany recalled. 
As a command post exercise, Vigilant Guardian was not conducted with real airplanes but what’s known as “sim 
over live,” where simulated aircraft are injected into NORAD’s air traffic system. Although the official narrative 
holds that the simulated injects were cleared from NORAD’s radars as soon as they appeared, thus causing no 
confusion, the actual NORAD tapes tell a different story. 
At 9:04 AM, directly after Flight 175 crashed into the South Tower, two officers monitoring the events at 
NORAD’s Northeast Air Defense Sector (NEADS) can be heard to refer to the events as potential exercise 
“inputs.” 
09:04:50 
SPEAKER 1: Is this explosion part of that that we’re lookin’ at now on TV? 
SPEAKER 2: Yes. 
SPEAKER 1: Jesus ... 
SPEAKER 2: And there’s a possible second hijack also—a United Airlines ... 
SPEAKER 1: Two planes?... 
SPEAKER 2: Get the fuck out ... 
SPEAKER 1: I think this is a damn input, to be honest. 
SOURCE: Vanity Fair 


At 9:09 AM, one NEADS technician complains about the exercises taking place and the confusion with real 
world events. 


BACKGROUND MALE SPEAKER: Langley’s on battle stations. 
FEMALE SPEAKER: Fuck. 

FEMALE SPEAKER 2: What? 

BACKGROUND MALE SPEAKER: Battle stations. 

FEMALE SPEAKER: Langley. 

FEMALE SPEAKER: LFI. 


FEMALE SPEAKER: I know. I hope they cancel the exercise, because this is ridiculous. 
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SOURCE: DRM1_DAT2_Channel_4_ID_Op [TRANSCRIPT] 


And at 9:15 AM, an off-duty NEADS technician calls in to ask about the day’s events and the ongoing exercise. 
SGT. ZUBON: You guys watching the news? 

NEADS TECHNICIAN: Yeah, they’ve got it on in the battlecab right now. 

ZUBON: Oh, do they? 

NEADS: Yeah. 


ZUBON: Yeah, I’ve been watching it for about ten minutes, and I said “I wonder if they’re—did they suspend 
the exercise?” 


NEADS: Not at this time, no. 

ZUBON: Not yet? 

NEADS: But I think they’re going to. I don’t know. (Laughing). 

ZUBON: Yeah, I would imagine. 

NEADS: Things look pretty horrific out there. 

SOURCE: 0915 Not at this time 

Remarkably, at 9:30 AM, a full hour and ten minutes into the attacks, simulated aircraft were still being injected 
into the radar screens at NEADS. One frustrated staff member directing the response on the NEADS operations 
floor had to order his coworkers to “turn their sim switches off,” stopping the fake simulations from confusing 


the radar operators. 


UNIDENTIFIED SPEAKER: You know what, let’s get rid of this goddamn sim. Turn your sim switches off. 
Let’s get rid of that crap. 


SOURCE: RM1I_DAT2_Channel2_MCC_Op [TRANSCRIPT] 


Even worse, at the same time as these false inputs were distracting the radar operators, real military aircraft that 
are taking part in the live-fly exercises that day are further complicating the response to the attacks. 


MALE SPEAKER: Boston Center T.M.U., yeah, we’ve got a question for you. 
BACKGROUND MALE: Yes, sir. 


MALE SPEAKER 1: We’re wondering if we should tell them to return to Base if they’re just on training 
missions, or what you guys— 


BACKGROUND MALE: No, no. They’re actually on the active air per the DO out there. 


BACKGROUND MALE: Is this guy launched (inaudible)? 
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BACKGROUND MALE: Everybody’s who’s up, you want them up? 


BACKGROUND MALE: Yes, we did send the ones home that were on the training mission. 


BACKGROUND MALE: OK. 


BACKGROUND MALE: They are sent home. 
(Simultaneous background conversations) 
BACKGROUND MALE: But the Pantas are out there from Otis. 


MALE SPEAKER: Right. I understand that. I’m talking about— I think there’s somebody training up in the 
Falcon Acts area right now. 


BACKGROUND MALE: No. 

BACKGROUND MALE: Falcon. Stand by. Let me— 

MALE SPEAKER: Just in general anybody that’s training. 

BACKGROUND MALE: Anybody in training, send them home? Missions are Falcon send them home? 
BACKGROUND MALE: Right. 

BACKGROUND MALE: Yeah, go ahead and send them home. 

MALE SPEAKER: OK, fine. 


SOURCE: RM1I_DAT2_Channel2_MCC_Op [TRANSCRIPT] 


Even more incredibly, false radar injects continued to show up on radar screens at NORAD’s Operations Center 
in Cheyenne Mountain, Colorado, at 10:12 AM, a full nine minutes after the attacks had ended. 


CAPT. BRIAN NAGEL: Sim...or, sorry, northeast weapons. 
CAPT. TAYLOR: Hello, this is Captain Taylor calling from Cheyenne Mountain test control. 
NAGEL: Yes. 


TAYLOR: What we need you to do right now is to terminate all exercise inputs coming into Cheyenne 
Mountain. 


NAGEL: Yes. Can you call 6180 extension for that, please? 
TAYLOR: 6180? 
NAGEL: You bet, he’ll give you that. 


TAYLOR: [’1I do that. 
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NAGEL: OK, thank you. 


SOURCE: DRM2_DAT1_ Channel 20 SD2_TK.zip [TRANSCRIPT] 


In the face of this overwhelming documentary evidence that the exercises taking place that morning were a 
persistent source of distraction that significantly complicated response efforts, the retort of the 9/11 Commission 
and its proponents that these false radar blips were a minor issue that “at most cost us 30 seconds” rings 
exceedingly hollow. 


But that official story becomes even more implausible when it is learned that air traffic controllers and military 
personnel were not responding to four, clearly reported hijacked aircraft, as the public now imagines it, but as 
many as 29 potential hijackings. 


MAJ. GEN. LARRY ARNOLD: We were in the process of launching aircraft all over the country during that 
timeframe. We had multiple aircraft called hijacked all over the country. 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission Hearing, June 17, 2004 


GEN. MYERS: In fact, as General Arnold said, we fought many phantoms that day. [...] We got many aircraft 
calls inbound that morning that turned out to be phantoms. 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission Hearing, June 17, 2004 


These false reports included: 


e United Airlines Flight 177, which was inexplicably reported as hijacked at 9:25 AM despite still being 
on the ground at Boston’s Logan International Airport. 

e Delta 1989, a 767 flying from Boston to Los Angeles that was repeatedly identified as suspicious on the 
morning of 9/11 and ordered to land at a secure, remote area of Cleveland Hopkins Airport, where the 
pilot signalled “all clear” to the SWAT team outside the plane with blood running down his face. 

e Continental Airlines Flight 321, which had inexplicably “squawked” the hijack code from the plane’s 
transponder three times before being safely brought down in Peoria. 

e KAL85, en route from Seoul, South Korea to New York, which inexplicably sent “five separate and 
ongoing indicators of a hijacking situation” before being intercepted by NORAD fighters over Alaska 
and directed to land at Whitehorse in northern Canada or be shot down. 

e And literally dozens of other suspicious aircraft, inexplicable hijack indicators, false reports of planes 
that “never existed,” and other bizarre incidents, some of which have still never been explained to the 
public to this day. 


But the most baffling of all of these reports involved American Airlines Flight 11, the Boeing 767 en route from 
Boston to Los Angeles that, according to the official government conspiracy theory, was hijacked by Mohamed 
Atta and flown into the North Tower of the World Trade Center. 


Incredibly, air traffic controllers and military fighter jets spent much of the crucial time in the midst of the 9/11 
attacks dealing with a completely false report that Flight 11 had not crashed into the World Trade Center at all, 
but was instead still airborn and heading towards Washington. 


COLIN SCOGGINS: Scoggins, (FAA) military (operations specialist), Boston Center. I just had a report that 
American 11 is still in the air and it’s on its way towards — heading towards Washington. 


NEADS TECHNICIAN: American 11 is still in the air— 
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SCOGGINS: Yes. 


NEADS: —on its way towards Washington? 
SCOGGINS: It was another aircraft that hit the tower. That’s the latest report we have. 
NEADS: Okay. 


SCOGGINS: I’m going to try to confirm an ID for you, but I would assume he’s somewhere over either New 
Jersey or somewhere further south. 


NEADS: Okay. So American 11 isn’t a hijack at all, then, right? 
SCOGGINS: No, he is a hijack. 

NEADS: American 11 is a hijack? 

SCOGGINS: Yes. 

NEADS: And he’s going into Washington. 

SCOGGINS: This could be a third aircraft. 


SOURCE: NEADS Tapes: The “Phantom Flight 11 Call” on 9/11 


This completely false report, phoned in by FAA military operations specialist Colin Scoggins, further confused 
the already overwhelmed NEADS technicians. In response, NEADS Mission Crew Commander Kevin 
Nasypany scrambled some of the only fighters in the entire defense sector to chase after this phantom flight. 


09:21:50 
NASYPANY: O.K. American Airlines is still airborne—11, the first guy. He’s heading towards Washington. 


O.K., I think we need to scramble Langley right now. And I’m—I’m gonna take the fighters from Otis and try to 
chase this guy down if I can find him. 


SOURCE: Vanity Fair 

So confusing was this series of events that even years later at the 9/11 Commission hearings, both 
commissioners and military commanders struggled to even communicate about the problem itself, let alone 
determine how such a false report persisted for so long. 


MR. KEAN: Commissioner Gorelick. 


MS. GORELICK: A couple of follow-up questions. First, for General Arnold, you testified before us before 
that the jets were scrambled in response to Flight 93, not American 11, and when you were asked about— 


GEN. ARNOLD: I was wrong. I was wrong. 
MS. GORELICK: Yeah. But—but the question about that is, and I want to be fair to you and give you an 


opportunity to respond, you said that the reason that you were wrong was that you hadn’t had an opportunity to 
listen to the tapes, or the tapes were not accessible. But, I mean, we have—I’m just holding four of them — 
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different headquarters and CONR logs that are—that clearly reflect that the scrambling was done in response to 
this phantom American 11, which didn’t exist anymore. And it was responsibility, as I recall, to do the after- 
action report, or to lead it, or to be in part responsible for it. Did you not look at the logs in that process? 


GEN. ARNOLD: Well, you refer to an after-action report that I was—that we didn’t do. I mean, I don’t recall 
doing an after- action report— 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission Hearing, June 17, 2004 


MR. BEN-VENISTE: Why did no one mention the false report received from FAA that Flight 11 was heading 
south during your initial appearance before the 9/11 Commission back in May of last year? And why was there 
no report to us that contrary to the statements made at the time, that there had been no notification to NORAD 
that Flight 77 was a hijack? 


GEN. LARRY ARNOLD: Well, the first part of your question—Mr. Commissioner, first of all, I would like to 
say that a lot of the information that you have found out in your study of this of this 9/11, the things that 
happened on that day, helped us reconstruct what was going on. 


And if you’re talking about the American 11, in particular, the call of American 11, is that what you are referring 
to? 


MR. BEN-VENISTE: Yes. 
GEN. ARNOLD: The American 11, that was—call after it had impacted, is that what you’re referring to? 


MR. BEN-VENISTE: No. I’m talking about the fact that there was miscommunication that Flight 11 was still 
heading south instead of having impacted— 


GEN. ARNOLD: That’s what I’m referring to. That’s correct. 


[...] 


MR. BEN-VENISTE: General, is it not a fact that the failure to call our attention to the miscommunication and 
the notion of a phantom Flight 11 continuing from New York City south in fact skewed the whole reporting of 
9/11, it skewed the official Air Force report, which is contained in a book called “The Air War Over America,” 
which does not contain any information about the fact that you were following, or thinking of a continuation of 
Flight 11, and that you had not received notification that Flight 77 had been hijacked? 


GEN. ARNOLD: Well, as I recall, first of all, I didn’t know the call signs of the airplanes when these things 
happened. When the call came that American 11 was possible hijacked aircraft, that aircraft just led me to come 
to the conclusion that there were other aircraft in the system that were a threat to the United States. 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission Hearing, June 17, 2004 


PHILIP ZELIKOW: In their testimony, and in other public statements, NORAD officials also stated that the 
Langley fighters were scrambled to respond to the notifications about American 77 and/or United 93. These 
statements were incorrect as well. The report of American 11 heading south as the cause of the Langley scramble 
is reflected not just in taped conversations at NEADS, but in taped conversations in FAA centers, on chat logs 
compiled at NEADS, continental region headquarters, and NORAD, and in other records. Yet this response to a 
phantom aircraft, American 11, is not recounted in a single public timeline or statement issued by FAA or DOD. 
Instead, since 9/11, the scramble of the Langley fighters has been described as a response to the reported 
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hiacking of American 77, or United 93, or some combination of the two. This inaccurate account created the 
appearance that the Langley scramble was a logical response to an actual hijacked aircraft. 


SOURCE: September 11 Commission Hearing, June 17, 2004 


False radar inputs. Military aircraft participating in exercises in the middle of a crisis. Civilian aircraft 
squawking false hijack reports. Fighter jets chasing phantom planes. 


Which of these reports were merely the “fog of war” so often referred to by promoters of the official 9/11 story, 
and which were part of the exercise themselves? Were there field exercises of hijackings taking place that 
morning that were then mistaken for the real thing? What part did these war games and exercises play in 
hampering the response of the many military officers who had spent their whole careers training to protect 
American airspace? 


Did the war games help the perpetrators of 9/11 in their attack? 


The answers to these questions, like so many other questions about the events of September 11th, remain 
shrouded under a veil of official government secrecy. 


PART FIVE: BEYOND COINCIDENCE 
“Purely a coincidence.” 


According to the official story of 9/11 itself, we are told that simulated hijackings were taking place at the same 
time as real-life hijackings. That an airplane-into-building drill was occurring at the same time as airplanes were 
flying into buildings. That false radar blips and fake hijack reports were competing for the military’s attention 
with real-world radar blips and hijack reports. And throughout it all, technicians, operators, military personnel 
and air traffic controllers were constantly seeking reassurance that what they were seeing was not part of an 
exercise. 


Purely a coincidence? Or part of a pre-meditated plan? 


And if this unprecedented tangle of exercises, drills and simulations was part of a pre-meditated plan, what was 
that plan? What would be the point of simulating the attacks even as the attacks themselves were taking place? 


MICHAEL RUPPERT: For me, the pivotal evidence absolutely demonstrating direct government complicity in 
and management of the attacks was found in a number of undisputed yet virtually unaddressed war games that I 
have shown were being conducted, coordinated, and/or controlled by Vice President Dick Cheney or his 
immediate staff on the morning of September the 1 Ith. 


The names of those wargames are known to include: Vigilant Guardian, Vigilant Warrior, Northern Guardian, 
Northern Vigilance, and Tripod. There is a possibility that Northern Guardian is a duplicate name, but the 
remaining exercises are indisputably separate events with different objectives. All have been reported by major 
press organizations relying on undisputed quotes from participating military and FAA personnel. They have also 
been confirmed by NORAD press releases. All, except for Northern Vigilance and Tripod II, had to do with 
hijacked airliners inside the continental United States, specifically within the northeast air defense sector or 
NEADS, where all four 9/11 hijackings occurred. 


According to a clear record, some of these exercises involve commercial airline hijackings. In some cases, false 
blips or “injects” were deliberately inserted into FAA and military radar screens, and they were present during at 
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least the first attacks. This effectively paralyzed fighter response because with only eight fighters available in the 
region, there were as many as 22 possible hijackings taking place. 


Other exercises, specifically Northern Vigilance, had pulled significant fighter resources away from the 
northeast US just before 9/11 into northern Canada and Alaska. In addition, a close reading of key news stories 
published in the spring of 2004 revealed for the first time that some of these drills were live-fly exercises, where 
actual aircraft—likely flown by remote control—were simulating the behavior of hijacked airliners in real life. 
All of this as the real attacks began. 


The fact that these exercises have never been systematically and thoroughly explored in the mainstream press or 
publicly by Congress—or at least publicly in any detail whatsoever by this so-called “independent” 911 
Commission—made me think that they might be the holy grail of 9/11. And that’s exactly what they turned out 
to be. 


Only one war game exercise, Vigilant Guardian, was mentioned in a footnote to the Kean Commission report, 
and then it was deliberately mislabeled as an exercise intended to intercept Russian bombers instead of a hijack 
exercise in the northeast sector. Even then a deliberate lie was told to the American people as NORAD 
commander General Ralph Eberhart testified to the Commission that the exercise actually expedited US Air 
Force response during the attacks. 


Before the Commission’s final hearing I undertook a direct investigation in an attempt to learn more details 
about each of the exercises and specifically who was controlling them or had planned them to take place on 
September the 11th, where it’s abundantly clear based upon the record of statements made by the US Air Force 
and FAA personnel that the games had effectively paralyzed fighter response during the attacks. 


SOURCE: 9/11 Omission Hearings — Michael Ruppert On Dick Cheney — 9/9/2004 


The exercises taking place on 9/11 could only be to the benefit of the attackers. No stand down order would have 
kept any dedicated fighter pilot worth his salt grounded during the only attack on his country’s air space in his 
lifetime. But if those fighter pilots and their commanders had no idea what was real and what was fake, what was 
an actual threat and what was just a phantom blip, then their response could be effectively contained. 


And it was. The utter “failure” of the air response that morning is proof of that. 


But if the simulations and war games on the morning of 9/11 were part of a pre-meditated plan on the part of the 
attackers, then the obvious question is who were the attackers? Are we to believe that the dastardly Al Qaeda 
masterminds not only perpetrated the simultaneous hijacking of four civilian airliners, turning off the plane’s 
transponders and putting them through a series of maneuvers that even advanced pilots could not replicate to hit 
their targets with pinpoint accuracy, but also penetrated the command structure of the US military and NORAD 
itself to direct the planning and scheduling of simultaneous war games mirroring their own plot to confuse the air 
response to the attacks? 


Because if that sounds like outlandish comic book fantasy, then there is only one other possible conclusion: That 
members of the National Command Authority, the US military and NORAD in a position to plan and schedule 
such exercises were the attackers themselves. 


BYERS: What is scenario 12-D? 


(BYERS SNR doesn’t respond.) 
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BYERS: We know it’s a war game scenario. That it has to do with airline counter-terrorism. Why is it important 
enough to kill for. 
BYERS SNR: Because it’s no longer a game. 
BYERS: But if some terrorist group wants to act out this scenario, then why target you for assassination? 


BYERS SNR: Depends on who your terrorists are. 


BYERS: The men who conceived of it the first place. You’re saying our government is planning to commit a 
terrorist act against a domestic airline? 


BYERS SNR: There you go again. Blaming the entire government as usual. In fact, a small faction ... 
BYERS: For what possible gain? 

BYERS SNR: The Cold War’s over, John. But with no clear enemy to stockpile against, the arms market’s flat. 
But bring down a fully loaded 727 into the middle of New York City and you’ll find a dozen tinpot dictators all 


over the world just clamoring to take responsibility, and begging to be smart-bombed. 


But that’s “just fiction” and the fact that it all happened in real life a few months later is just another “pure 
coincidence.” 


The truth of what happened that morning would be remarkably easy to come to if those involved in the planning 
and execution of the day’s training events were to open the records and allow independent examination of the 
precise situations that were being trained that day, how those scenarios were arrived at, who planned them, who 
was in charge of them, what radar injects and false reports and live-fly simulations were taking place, how these 
exercise inputs were relayed to technicians and air traffic controllers, and what steps were taken at what times to 
allow those events to continue even as the attacks they were supposed to be simulating were actually happening 
in real life. 


But we shouldn’t expect the guilty parties to indict themselves, and so it is no surprise at all that the official 
government investigation into 9/11 studiously avoided facing any of these issues head on. 


VOICE FROM AUDIENCE: Ask about the war games that were planned for 9-11. 
MR. KEAN: Commissioner Gorelick. 

MS. GORELICK: Um. 

VOICE FROM AUDIENCE: Tell us about the 9-11 war games. 


MS. GORELICK: Could you please be quiet, we only have a few minutes with General Myers, and I would 
like to ask a question. 


VOICE FROM AUDIENCE: Tell us about the war games. 
MS. GORELICK: I’m sorry. 


MR. KEAN: I would ask please for the people in the audience to be quiet if you want to stay here. 
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SOURCE: 9/11 Commission hearing June 17, 2004 


So what does it mean when a simulation of a catastrophic and catalyzing event takes place at the exact same 
place and time as that event is happening in real life? 


This is one of the many crucial questions of 9/11 that have been swept under the rug over the past 17 years. But 
it is not a rhetorical question. It is a very real question with a very real answer. And until that question is 


answered, we will never find justice for the victims of 9/11. 


FOX: I’ve never seen so much real-world stuff happen during an exercise. 
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